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CURRENT TOPICS. 





Tue arcuirect of the Royal Courts of Justice is, we 
understand, sanguine that the whole of the building, in- 
cluding the new courts, will be ready for occupation by 
Easter, 1882, in accordance with the urgent desire of 
the Lord Chancellor. 





Wuen tHe Royal Courts of Justice are completed, 
the building will contain upwards of 700 rooms and 21 
courts. There will be 42 staircases and 28 entrances, and 
the corridors will extend to the length of 3,600 yards, or 
over 2 miles, 





We nrecret to Jearn that Mr, Wittram Baraer, of the 
equity bar, Professor of Real and Personal Property to 
the Council of Legal Education, met with a severe ac- 
cident on Tuesday last, and that up to Wednesday 
evening his medical attendants could not pronounce him 
out of danger. 





Tne Hovse or Lorns did not begin their last appellate 


.| tisement, and next day obtained, ex 


of which only one-half are English, there being six cases 
from Scotland, and one from Ireland. The list does not 
include either of the ecclesiastical appeals, or the appeal 
relative to the new trial in the Hampstead Smallpox 
Hospital case. 





We vunperstanp that the list, required by rule 91 of 
the Chancery Funds Rules, 1874, of causes and matters 
in the books of the Chancery Pay Office, to the ¢redit 
of which securities or money exceeding £50 are standing 
which have not been dealt with for fifteen years, is 
now in course of preparation, and will be published in an 
early issue of the London Gazette. The last list (which 
is now several years old) occupied over thirty pages of the 
Gazette, and the present list is expected to occupy over 
fifty pages. 


A pxciston of the Court of Appeal on Tuesday in a 
case of Farrow v. Austin, which will be found noted in 
another column, seems to conflict with a previous 
decision of the same court in In re Hoskins’ ‘Trusts (25 
W. R. 779, L. R. 6 Ch. D. 281). In Farrow v. Austin 
the preliminary objection was raised that the appeal was 

for costs only, and could not, therefore, be entertained. 
The action was brought by an executrix for admitistra- 
tion; an administration decree was made; and, on further 
consideration, Maurs, V.C., on the ground that the 
action was unnecessary, declined to allow the plaintiff 
any costs, and ordered her to pay the costs of one of the 
inquiries ‘which had been directed. The Court of Appeal 
overruled the objection. Now, in In re Hoskins’ Trusts 
James, L.J., laid it down that Taylor v. Dowden (17 
W. R. 779, L. R. 4 Ch. 697) “decides that the ease 
where a trustee has been ordered to pay the costs of a 
suit personally, formed, in general, no exception to the 
rule that an appeal will not be allowed for costs only. 
The rule that no such appeal is allowed has been, more- 
over, recognized by the Legislature by passing section 49 
of the Judicature Act, 1873.” We understand that 
neither Taylor v. Dowden nor In re Hoskins’ Trusts were 
cited in the recent case, and it will be well, therefore, to 
act upon the decision with caution. 


REFERRING TO THE DIFFERENCE between the Bristol 
Urban Sanitary Authority and the solicitors there 
relative to the restrictive conditions of sale under which 
the Authority were from time to time selling the city 
salvages or surplus lands, to which we recently drew 
attention (ante, p. 609), we learn that on Wednesday, 
the 8th inst., the Authority issued a writ out of the 
Chancery Division in the Master of the Rolls’ Court for 
an injunction against the President, Vice-President, 
and hon. secretary of the Bristol Incorporated Law 
Society, and other gentlemen named in the adver- 
parte, an order 
probibiting the defendants from attending at the 
sale by auction on Friday, the 10th inst., “for the 
purpose of drawing attention to certain resolutions 
alleged to have been passed at a meeting of solicitors held 
at Bristol on the 3rd of June, 1881, and from drawing 
attention to such sale, and until after the ldth of June, 
1881, from inserting, or causing to be inserted, in any 
public newspaper any advertisement or notice relating 
or referring to such resolutions or any of them, and from 





sitting in the present: session until Tuesday last, when 
the law lords commenced a list of fourteen appeals, 





doing any other act to disparage the title of the plain- 
tiffs to any of their property.” The sale by auction 
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accordingly was held without any interference by the 
solicitors referred to, and, on Thursday, the 16th inst., the 
Authority served the defendants with a notice that they, 











ed t 
ed houses, than intending lesseesof the|f 4 


uses began to proteét themselves by|— 





the phiintiffs, thereby discontinued their action. Thus the 
matter is so far ended for the present, but we are in- 
formed that at the meeting of the Streets Improvement 
Committee of the Authority, held on Tuesday week, 
notice was given of intention to move at their next 
meeting that the existing resolution, under the authority 
of which the Sanitary Authority have hitherto acted in 
the matter complained of, be rescinded, and that a sub- 
committee be appointed to inquire into and report on the 
subject. Thus we hope some good will come of the 
action taken by the Bristol solicitors in the matter. 





Tue Summary Junispicrion (Process) Bill has already 
been read a third time in the House of Commons, 
and may reasonably be expected to pass in the 
present session. It may be described as a measure 
applying to English and Scotch Courts of Summary 
Jurisdiction interchangeably that j 


Power ot hacking 
warrants” which Jervis’ Act (11 & ict. c. 42), ss. 14, 


15, gives to En 4 tland, o Ireland inter- 
changeably, but jn relation to indictable offences only. 
Jervis’ Act, it will be sll, nee con- 
solidating in this respect, repeating with amendments 
13 Geo. c. 1, and 54 Geo. 3, c. 186, s. 2, as to Scotland, 
and 45 Geo. 3, c. 92,8. 3, and 54 Geo. 3, c. 186, s. 6, 
as toIreland. As the present Bill applies to England and 
Scotland only, it is to be regretted that the exact extent 
of the local application does not appear from the short 
title, which is to be the ‘‘Summary Jurisdiction 
(Process) Act, 1881.” This might perhaps be changed 
to the “Summary Process (England and Scotland) Act, 
1881.” The Biliitself contains nine clauses only, which 
are not many considering the large powers which it gives, 
bat there is a large amount of incorporation by reference. 
The fourth and principal clause enacts that “any 
process issued under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts 
may, if issued by a court of summary jurisdiction in 
England and indorsed by a court of summary jurisdic- 
ticn in Scotland, or issued by a court of summary juris- 
diction in Scotland, be served and executed within the 
jurisdiction of the indorsing court in like manner as it 
may be served and executed within the jurisdiction of 
the issuing court, and that by the officer either of the 
issuing court or of the indorsing court.” Another 
clause, the sixth, of nearly equal importance, allows pro- 
ceedings in bastardy to be enforced in England and 
Scotland interchangeably, notwithstanding that the 
putative father ‘‘ ordinarily resides, or the child has been 
born, or the mother of it ordinarily resides, where the 
court is English, in Scotland, or where the court is 
Scotch, in England, in like manner as the court has 
jurisdiction in any other case.” Not only do not the 
present Bastardy Acts apply to Scotland or Ireland, but 
it bas been held that in a purely English affiliation case, 
a service upon a putative father in Scotland is insufficient 
(Reg. +. Lightfoot, 6 E. & B. 822); so that here we have 
two important, and we think desirable, alterations of the 
law. The Bill is, we think, a good one both in form and 
substance. But surely it should be made to appear 
more clearly than at present (see clause 4, sub-section 1) 
whether the indorsement is to be a ministerial act, 
enforceable by mandamus, or whether the indorsing court 
is to bave any judicis) discretion in the matter. The 
words are, that the process may be indorsed upon proof 
alone of the handwriting of the person issuing it, &c, 





. 


Ir 8 werexzetine to observe how rapidly people find 
their wey out of an inconvenient rule of law. No sooner 
4id the public become generally aware, by the comments 
the ease of 


tara Sera aaa 
W. 527, L. & 2 Ex. D. 206), that s difference exists 





requiring express warranties or statements by hou t 
owners that the drains _in_good order and ¢h 

houses fit for habitation No one who has watched the 
reports of cases in the daily papers can have failed to 
observe the number of cases which have arisen of late 
upon these. express warranties or statements. In the 
case of Muspratt v. Hussey, tried before Mr. Justice 
Hawxins on the 17th inst., the plaintiff relied both upon 
an alleged statement by the houseowner, and also upon 
an express agreement by him. The statement does not 
appear to have been clearly proved, but the agreement 
fcr a lease provided that the house should be “ complete 


and fit for habitation in_all_ respects “by & ‘specified 
date, and, if it was not, that no rent shou payable 
until the house was complete aud” fit for Habitation, 
This would seem to be a reasonable condition, but ex. 
press reference should be made to the drains, and it 
taight be well, in order to avoid litigation, to provide 
that the question whether the drains were in order and 
the house fit for habitation should be decided, in case of 
dispute, by somv independent surveyor to be named in the 
agreement. 





WE vo nor unperstanD Mr. Justice Fry's decision, 
noted elsewhere, that, because objection had not been 
taken to an unstamped document on its being tendered 
in evidence, it could not afterwards be objected to on 
this ground, on the judge’s discovering, during the hearing 
of the case, that it was unstamped. We have always 
been under the impression that the judge is, as the 
Master of the Rolls is fond of saying, an officer of the 
Revenue, bound to prevent unstamped documents from 
being admitted in evidence. We presume, however, that 
the learned judge must have relied on the registrar’s re- 
fusing to draw up the order until the document had 
been duly stamped. 








Referring to the statement made by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to the House of Commons in Committee on the- 
Customs and Inland Revenue Bill with regard to proposais- 
made for ** the remission of the Income-tax on Land (under 
Schedule A.) which had fallen into the owner's possession, 
and from which he derived no profit whatever,” that he 
“meant to meet the present distress where farms had been 
thrown on the hands of the landlords, which they were 
endeavouring to turn to the best account they could, but on 
which this year they could not make any profit ’”’—the 
Board of Inland Revenue have presented a report to the 
Lords Commissioners of the Treasury, dated June 13, 
1881 :—‘*That we apprehend the concession of relief 
from the Income-tax under Schedule A. is to be confined to 
cases where the farms are thrown on the owners’ hands by 
reason of their not being able to find tenants at fair and 
reasonable rents, and not to cases where farms are occupied 
habitually by the owners either for purposes of husbandry or 
enjoyment.” In reply, Sir R. R. W. Lingen, on the part of 
the Treasury, is directed, June 14, to approve of the rules 

roposed in the report for the grant of such relief viz., 

‘(i) That farms or lands habitaally held in band, for 
whatever purpose, be excluded from the concession (2 
that the duty assessed under Schedule A, be accoun 
for to the Revenue before any claim for repayment of any 
portion thereof be admitted ; (3) that the claim for repay- 
ment of duty be established to the satisfaction of the 
General Commissioner of Income-tax for the district in 
which the property is situate within twelve months after the: 
expiration of the year of assessment ; (#) that the owner 
prove, as & Galion precedent to relief, that he has 
made s bond fide, though unsuccessful, attempt to ob- 
tain ® tenant or tenants for the farms forthe year on 
reasonable terms and conditions as to reat and tenancy ;. 
(o a pn concession be limited to the current year,. 
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‘THE FUSION OF LAW AND 


EQUITY AND TRIAL BY JURY. 


Norwrrustanpine all that has been written and said 
about fusion, for practical purposes the dual system of 
common law and chancery to a very great extent con- 
tinues to exist untouched. It is no doubt true that the 
doctrines of equity are now: applicable in the Queen’s 
Bench Division, and so far there is no conflict in the 
theory of the law as administered by the courts, but to 
any person who looked at the administration of justice 


* from a materialistic point of view, it would appear as if 


things were, in most tangible respects, much the same as 
ever. It is no doubt true that the working of the courts 
at Westminster has been considerably altered. There is 
only one chief, and the whole is called uhe Queen’s 
Bench Division. There is more flexibility of arrange- 
ment, and instead of three papers for each class of busi- 
ness, one in each court, there is only one. But notwith- 
standing all this change (much of whichis change of 
name rather than of substance) the broad features of 
things remain very largely unaltered. There is still a 
distinct line of demarcation between chancery and 
common law judges and chancery and common law 
barristers; a certain class of cases for the most part go 
to Lincoln’s-inn and a certain class of cases to Westmin- 
ster. 

We doubt very much whether it is not better 
that it should always be so to a great extent. With 
regard to certain kinds of judicial work, particularly 
those of an administrative nature, it seems to us that 
the principle of division of labour is applicable, and 
that loss of time and uncertainty of practice are very 
poorly compensated for by any theoretical considerations. 
As far as we can see, there cannot be any objection, 
even in theory, to appropriating special classes of busi- 
ness, such as windirg-up of companies, the administra- 
tion of trusts, matters relating to elections, Crown 
business, and so forth, to particular divisions of the 
one court. It may be very well for newspaper articles 
to imagine a system by which the same judge is to 
do everything indiscriminately, but it seems to us as 
foolish a conception as to suppose that it would really 
be better if every man was a Jack-of-all-trades. 
There is no doubt that Jacks-of-all-trades have their 
merits and their advantages under certain circumstances 
and in certain stages of development, and too great 
division of labour tends to narrowness, but the facility 
and accuracy that are derived from special experience 
are of very great value. 
practice are really already, and are daily becoming in a 
greater degree, too large for one and the same judge 
to have the whole at his fingers’ ends. In a court of 
appeal we believe that there is a considerable advan- 
tage in dealing with all subjects, as it tends to preserve 
a certain breadth of view and harmony between the 
different branches of the law, but in a court of first 
instance it is otherwise. To our mind the present sys- 
tem of sending Vice-Chancellors (for that is what chan- 
cery judges really are) to try murders, and common law 
judges to do administrative work with the details of 
which they are entirely unfamiliar, and in reapect of 
which they probably know less than the youngest 
counsel in court, is deplorably reckless. 

When both divisions of the court are housed in one 
building, the time will come when the question how far, 
and to what extent, fusion is expedient and possible will 
develop itself more rapidly, and will be more easily and 
naturally solved “ ambulando,” We cannot help thinking 
that one of the questions which, as this comes about, 
must come to the front and press for a solution, is how 
far the system of trial by jury is to be retained for the 
purpose of civil actions. It certainly appears to us that 


this is a crucial question in relation to fusion, and when 
the whole administration of justice takes place in one 
building it will be seen to be so, 


Perhaps the greatest 


The body of English law and . 





substantial distinction of a tangible kind between the 
two systems which still so largely continue unfused is, 
that in one division the vast majority of trials are with 
juries, and in the other without. There are certain cases 
for determining the facts of which a jury may be a very 
proper tribunal. Breaches of promise, malicious prosecu- 
tion, libels, &c., are cases of this sort. Again, there are 
certain administrative matters for which juries ar: 
entirely unfitted, and in which the same tribunal mu-t 
necessarily determine the law and the facts. But there 
are cases of a substantially similar nature which, under 
the present system, are sometimes tried by a jury and 
sometimes not, for the most part merely according as the 
plaintiff may have preferred to issue bis writ in the 
Chancery or the Common Law Division, as, for instance, 
cases of obstruction of easements, trespass to land, and 
other cases in which, in addition to damges, relief by way 
of injunction is required. If it is right that all the 
issues of fact in cases such as these should be 
tried by a judge without a jury, because a 
claim for an injunction is appended to the rest of 
the claim, the question must occur toevery reasonable 
mind, why should not many other civil actions be tried 
before a judge alone f 


It is customary among common law judges to 
lay great stress .on the advantages of a special 
jury in mercantile cases, on the assumption that 
mercantile men will be found among them. In the 
present state of the law as to juries it seems doubtful 
whether this advantage is now to be relied upon, and 
it is worthy of consideration whether by means of 
assessors the same advantage could not be secured. The 
absurdity of acting at the same time on the two incom- 
patible views, one of which lays such stress on the 
popular nature of the lay tribunal, while the other holds 
that a trained professional intellect is the better tribunal, 
wil!, we feel sure, force itself much more on the public 
when the two systems are at work in the same building. 
If the conclusion may be arrived at that the supposed 
advantages in favour of the jury system are fanciful 
and unsubstantial, then it is obvious that there are a 
great many points in favour of the trial bya judge 
without a jury. Assuming even that, as tribunals for 
the purpose of arriving at the truth, their substantial 
advantages are equal, it isat once obvious thatin point 
of practical convenience the judge without the jury has 
many advantages of detail. In the event of any defect 
or failure of evidence, or temporary accident, which might 
affect the justice of the case, he can adjourn the case 
and take it up from where it was left off at any con- 
venient time. He can very much shorten: matters by 
pointing out on what points he wishes to hear counsel, 
and on what he is satisfied; he can ask questions of the 
witness which jurymen cannot do to the same extent : in 
too many ways for enumeration he constitutes a more 
flexible and convenient tribunal than a jury, and is, on 
the whole, more likely to be free from prejudice. 

With regard to the question of the balance of sub- 
stantial merit between the two tribunals, considered as 
engines for ascertaining the truth, we do not at present 
feel disposed to pronounce an opinion. It is, to our 
mind, a grave question. The old common law aystem 
of pleading and trial was based on the idea of the 
separability of questions of law and fact; that certain 
facts being ascertained as premisses by the findings of 
the jury, the law deduced therefrom a distinct uniform 
result by way of legal consequence or conclusion. The 
idea is incapable of being fully carried out: law aud 
fact cannot be thus separated; and, so, many issues that 
on the pleadings seemed to be issues of fact really in- 
volved issues of law, such as non assumpedt, and judges 
necessarily constituted themselves judges of many facts. 
Again, it is obvious that a system of law based upon this 
distinction would probably have the merit of clearness 
and defluiteness, while it necessarily, aa a correlative of 
such clearness and definiteness, would have the de- 
merit of rigidity, Flexibility of legal doctrine, adapt. 
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ing itself to nice gradations of circumstances and of 
human conduct, it is obvious a system of this sort can- 
not have. It seems to us one of the most puzzling 
things to balance these advantages. Certain judges of 
great power are notorious for their ‘hostility to the 
equity system. It does undoubtedly seem to us that 
in trial by jury there is involved a very great safe- 
guard for clearness and_ definiteness of legal doc- 
trines. A w judge, both by-his-training 
as @ pleader and for the purpose of summing up 
to the jury, was constantly obliged to be throwing 
the law into definite formule or propositions. This 
is not so e case When thé law and the facts 
can be blended together, and reliance is rather 
placed on precedent than principle. We believe equity 
practitioners have of late come to a better frame 
of mind, but we remember some years ago reading dis- 
quisitions on the nature of equity in which it was com- 
pared to the aroma of choice wines—a thing to be 
apprehended by a sort of subtle instinct, but not to be 
confined within the four walls of a proposition. The 
drawback on the one side is uncertainty and vagueness ; 
on the other, a rigidity which sacrifices everything for 
clearness and certainty, and will not adapt itself suffi- 
ciently to the more subtle exigencies of a-complicated 
and constantly-changing civilization. 

We cannot help thinking that trial by jury, and the 
essential characteristics of the common law way of 
looking at things, are more essentially connected than 
perhaps at first sight might appear. The question how 
far the-advantages of either system preponderate, and to 
what extent they may concurrently exist, or which should 
chiefly obtain, are questions time must solve; but we 
cannot help thinking that when the new law courts are 
open the solution of these questions will receive a con- 
siderable impetus. 





ESTOPPEL. AS A PROTECTION 
FOR A PURCHASER’ FOR 
VALUE WITHOUT NOTICE. 


In deciding an intricate case of Keate v. Phillips, 
arising out of the Dimsdale forgeries, Vice-Chancellor 
Bacon seems to have taken a somewhat novel view of 
the application of the doctrine that innocent parties with 
conflicting claims have a right, as among themselves, to 
insist upon any legal advantage which they may re- 
spectively have the luck to possess. Three innocent 
parties, who had all been cheated, brought forward con- 
flicting claims to the sane parcel of land. (1) The 
plaintiffs, whose claim was foremost in order of time, 
claimed under a fraudulent mortgage of a fictitious lease 
for years of the land; and they claimed upon the ground 
that Tait, the maker of the frandulent mortgage, was an 
agent and accomplice of Dimsdale; and that, at the time 
of bringing the action, the legal estate in the lands had 
got into the hands of one Moore upon trust for Dimsdale. 
They therefore contended that Dimsdale was bound, on 
acquiring the power so to do, to give effect to the 
pretended assurance of his agent. (2) The defendant 
Phillips, whose claim came second in order of time, also 
claimed under a fraudulent mortgage of a fictitious lease 
of the land; bat his claim differed from that of the 
plaintiffs in this, that Phillips’ mortgage was an under- 
lease purporting to be made by Moore, who, as above 
mentioned, afterwards did actually acquire the legal 
estate, thus enabling Phillipsto contend that he had, by 
Moore’s underlease, acquired an estate by estoppel, 
which was “fed” and turned to an estate in interest as 
soon as the true legal estate got into Moore’s hands. 
(3) The claim of the defendants McStephens & Co. came 
last in order of time, but it had the great advantage of 
resting upon no fictions. They claimed under an 
equitable mortgage created by deposit of the genuine 





title deeds, accompanied by a memorandum of charge 
made by Moore after that he had acquired the legal 
estate. Being forced.to decide between these.claims, the 
Vice-Chancellor’ held ‘that the equitable “mortgage -of 


‘ McStephens & Co. was entitled to:rank firet ;-and,.as the 


value of the Jands was-insufficient in full to satisfy this 
charge, it was unnecessary to pronounce any formal, 
decision between the respective claims of the plaintiffs 
and Phillips. 

We find no difficulty whatever in following ‘the Vice- 
Chancellor in the strictures which he passed upon the 
claim of the plaintiffs, the first claimants. No doubt 
their contention was unanswerable, as against Dimsdale, 
supposing Tait to have been Dimsdale’s agent; but they 
were urging it, not against Dimsdale, but against some. 
body else who had nothing to. do with him. As'the Vice- 
Chancellor put it, Dimsdale’s fraud might give rise to a 
personal claim against him, but did not'touch the estate— 
1.¢., bind the land in whosesoever hands itmight be. 

Butinrespect of theclaim made by thedefendant Phillips, 
we find much greater difficulty in following the judgment 
of the Vice-Chancellor. Phillips claimed that, by the 
strict rules of law, which ex vi termini ‘must settle the 
whereabouts of the legal estate, he was actually possessed 
ofa legal estate for a term of years in the land, which 
he had purchased without fraud or notice of. fraud and 
for valuable consideration ; and he contended that ‘no 
one had a right to disturb his possession. Granting his 
premisses, we do not know how to avoid his conclusion. 
For it is impossible at law to disturb the true owner of 
the legel estate ; and it is equally impossible in equity 
to disturb a purchaser for value without notice. The 
learned counsel for the other claimants did, indeed, con- 
tend at great length that the doctrine of estates by 
estoppel was inapplicable to the case; and if the Vice- 
Chancellor had rested his judgment upon this ground, 
we might perhaps have found nothing to urge against 
it. But, without precisely deciding that Phillips 
had got the legal estate (though his langiage 
suits that hypothesis much better than the other), 
he laid it down in the plainest terms that, 
under such circumstances, the possession of the legal 
estate would be no defence to his title. ‘‘ The common 
law doctrine of estoppel,” he said, ‘‘ was a device to 
which{the Common Law courts resorted at avery early 
period to strengthen and lengthen their arm; and, not: 
venturing to exercise an equitable jurisdiction over the 
subject before them, they converted their own special 
pleading tactics into an instrument by which they could 
obtain an end which the Court of Chancery at all times 
put into force.in order to do justice. But the doctrine 
of estoppel is purely legal. ‘There is no case in which a 
trustee, having made a fraudulent representation by 
which he was bound, or even a fraudulent conveyance, 
when he got his legal estate confirmed (he still remaining 
a trustee) was so estopped as to deprive the persons 
beneficially entitled to the estate which was theirs and of 
which he was the trustee and the trustee only. The 
doctrine of estoppel has, therefore, in my opinion, no 
place whatever in the case before me.” 

But, in the first place, we humbly submit that, 
even granting all this, Phillips was not attempt- 
ing to do anything of the kind supposed; the 
parallel drawn by the Vice-Chancellor would require 
that the innocent cestui que trust, Dimsdale, should 
be in peril of losing his land by the fraud of his 
wicked trustee Moore—a picture which docs not at all 
suit the circumstances of the case. And, in the second 
place, as to the general doctrine that an estate origin- 
ally acquired by estoppel and afterwards fed by accruer 
will not, in a court of equity, protect ~ purchaser for 
value without notice, we humbly submit that it is very 
hard to reconcile this doctrine with the judgment of the 
Lord Chancellor and Lords Justices in Heath v. Orealock 
(23 W. R. 95, L. R. 10 Ch, 22), It is true that some 
expressions used by the Lord Justice James are suscep. 
tible of the interpretation that, when an interest has 
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been acquired by fraud, this interest will not be allowed’ 
to feed:an estoppel, even for the purpose of protecting a, 

for value without notice. But, granting this 
to have been his meaning, it has no’ application to the 
circumstances of Keate v. Phillips. There is nothing to 
‘show that Moore had acquired the legal estate by fraud ; 
and therefofe, granting for the sake of argument (what' 
“we should not be quite prepared to grant absolutely) that 
an interest acquired by fraud cannot, under any circum- 
stances, feed an estate by estoppel, this is no bar to the 
contention of Phillips. And if he had actually acquired 
the legal estate, some other words of Lord Justice 
James, which he styles a “ rule without exception,” seem 
to be peculiarly applicable to his  position—namely, 
“that froma purchaser for value without notice this 
court takes away nothing which he has honestly ac- 
quired,” 








THE NEWSPAPER BILL. 
Tse Bill'which it is proposed to style the Newspaper 


Libel and Registration Act, 1881, is a measure of con- 
derable importance to the press an’ public, and from 
the fairness with which it is drawn, and the unanimity 


-of opinion as to the present unsatisfactory state of the 
law, it will, in all probability, pass. Shortly put, the Bill 


f relieves the press in respect of reports of public meet- 


‘ings and criminal prosecutions, and relieves the public in 
respect of “ proof of publication.” rts of lic 
‘meetings are made “ privileged,’’ aud the fiat of the 
Attorney-General is Taterposel between a prosecutor and 
his prosecution. On the other hand, there is to be so 
‘complete a system of registration, that anyone will be 











reves to discover in a few hours, if not minutes, who the 
proprietor of any particular newspaper is. 

The definition of “newspaper,” which has hitherto 
had‘no statutory definition, is 

* Any paper containing public news, intelligence, or oc- 
currences, or any remarks or observations therein (sic), 
printed for sale and published in England or Ireland peri- 
-odically, or in parts or numbers at intervals not exceeding 
twenty-six days between the publication of any two such 
‘papers, parts, or numbers, 

“ Also any paper prioted in order to be dispersed and made 
public weekly or oftener, or at intervals not exceeding 
twenty-six days, containing only or principally advertise- 
ments,” 


We do not wish to be hypercritical, but we must say 
‘that this definition strikes us as very fussy, and quite 
unnecessary, except as regards the intervals of publica- 
‘tion, Why not be satisfied with the ‘‘any public news- 
paper or other periodical publication ” of Lord Campbell’s 
Act (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86), 5, 2, upon the meaning of which 
‘there has never been any doubt raised ? 

The clause protecting reports of public meetings is 
this :— 


“Any report published in any newspaper of the proceed- 
ings of a public meeting shall be'privileged, if such meeting 
was lawfully convened for a lawful purpose, and open to the 
public, and if such report was fair and accurate, and pub- 
lished without malice, and if the publication of the matter 
complained of was for the public benefit ; provided always, 
that the protection intended ‘to be afforded by this section 
shall net be available as a defence in any proceedings, if the 
plaintiff or prosecutor can show that the defendant has re- 
fused to insert in the newspaper in which the report . . 
appeared a reasonable letier or statement or explanation or 
contradiction by, or on behalf of, such plaintiff or pro- 
secutor, 


The present law seems to be that comments upon the 
conduct of persons ata parliamentary election meeting 
ire privileged (Davis v. Duncan, L. R. 9 O. P. 398) ; 
but that a true report ofa public meeting “held under a 
local Act for the ra ter a of atown” is not (Davison 
v, Duncan, 7 EB. & B,'229), This combination of rules 





(if rules they may be called) is very unreasonable, and 
we are glad to see thatit'is proposed ta.apply a reason- 
able remedy. But could not the enactment be made 
more comprehensive by consolidating with it the enact- 
ments of Lord Campbell’s Act as to the plea of apology, 
and by codifying, as faras newspapers. are pbs itin. 
the few undoubted rules of privilege which exist? if 
the Bill passes, we shall still have to consult Davie’ v. 
Duncan for the privilege of comments:on a public meet- 
ing,and Wason v. Walter (L. RB. 4;Q. B. 73), and: Gamp- 
bell v. Spottiswoode (82 L. J. Q. B. 185), for other branches 
of privilege. At any rate, effect might be given to Davis 
v. Duncan by adding after the words “ any report” the 
words “ with or without comment.” Again, what is the 
use of requiring that the meeting should be “lawfully 
convened,” so long as the purpose must be lawful? An 
accidental defect of notices, &c., ought not to deprive a 
newspaper proprietor of the benefit of the section. 

To the clause (3) that no prosecution, of a newspaper | 
‘“‘ proprietor, publisher, or editor,” shall be institated | 
without the fiat of the Attorney-General, there can be no 
reasonable objection, and the sooner it passes the better. 
We have had enough, and more than enough, of criminal 
prosecutions, and rules for criminal informations, in 
matters of this kind. 

Passing, lastly, to the clauses for registration, we ob- 
serve that in substance, but with much greater neatness 
and precision, they propose to bring back a state of the 
law which existed for the first sixty or seventy years of 
the present century, and the repeal of which, by the 
Newspapers, Printers, and Reading Rooms Repeal Act, 
1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c. 24), has long been universally. re- 
gretted by the advisers of plaintiffs in actions for news- 
paper libel (see Roscoe on Evidence, llth ed., p. 5); 
13th ed., p. 827). It seems that the Act 6 & 7 Will. 4, 
c. 76, repealing but re-enacting 38 Geo. 3, c. 78, obliged 
declarations specifying names of publishers, &c., to be 
delivered to the Stamp Commissioners, and provided that'a 
certified copy should be evidence of the contents of such 
declaration upon the production of any newspaper cor- 
responding with the description in the declaration. See 
Mayne v. Fletcher (9 B. & C. 382), in which it was vainly 
contended that it was necessary to produce the particular 
newspaper lodged with the Stamp Commissioners. The 
repeal of 6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 76, by the repealing Act of 
1869—which preserved section 19 only, compelling 
“discovery ’—no doubt has thrown great difficulty in 
the way of “ proof of publication,” aud occasioned not a 
few unexpected nonsuits in actions for libel. 

The clauses by which registration is enforced are well 
and simply drawn, but we think that the penalties of ten 
and twenty pounds for non-registration and false regis 
tration are far too low, and might well be altered to £100 
and £500 respectively, with an additional penalty of £50 
a@ month for every month's omission to register. The 
particulars which are to be placed upon the register are 
(1) the title of the newspaper, and (2) the names of all 
the proprietors of such newspaper, together with their 
respective occupations, places of business (if any), and 
places of residence. The necessity of publishing these 
particulars to the world will no doubt weigh rather 
heavily upon those gentlemen who like to carry on a 
newspaper business anonymously, but we see no reason 
why they should be allowed to escape from their just 
responsibilities, 

We cbserve, with some little surprise, that it does not 
appear to be made compulsory to enter transmissions or 
transfers upon the register. New proprietors, it is. pro- 
posed, “may” [not must], by clause 7, make entries of 
their succession in interest. 

By clause 11 every extract from the register duly 
certified is conclusive evidence of the contents of the 
register, and “ sufficient primd facie evidence of all the 
matters and things [why “ things” ?) thereby appearing, 
unless and until the contrary thereof be proved.” 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Marrrep WomaN—Reversionary INTEREST IN PeER- 
SONALTY—SETILEMENT OF PrRsonAL EsTaTE—UNAvTHO- 
RIZED INVESTMENT IN Lanp—20 & 21 Vict. c. 57.—In a 
case of Durrant to Stoner, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 20th inst., a question arose as to the power of a mar- 
ried woman to convey land which represented a rever- 
sionary interest in personal estate to which she was en- 
titled under a settlement made before the Act 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 57 (known as Malins’ Act), which authorized 
married women to alienate reversionary interests in per- 
sonalty, the trustees of the settlement having made an 
authorized investment of part of the trust funds in land. 
In 1842, a marriage settlement was made of personalty of 
the wife, on trust for the wife and the husband and the 
children of the marriage. The settlement contained no 
power to invest the trust funds in the purchase of land. 
In 1853, the trustees, at the request of the husband and 
wife, laid out part of the trust funds in the purchase of 
land. In 1875 a deed was executed, to which the surviv- 
ing trustee, the husband and wife, and their two danghters 
(who were the only children of the marriage) and their hus- 
bands were parties, by which the trustee (at the request of the 
other parties) conveyed the land to such uses as the husband 
and wife should jointly by deed appoint, and in de- 
fault of appointment as the survivor should by deed or 
will appoint, and in default of appointment, after the 
death of the survivor of the husband and wife, to the use 
of the two daughters respectively in fee in moieties, for their 
——_ use. This deed was acknowledged by the daughters. 

e wife died without having had any other children, 
and the husband then contracted to sell the property. 
The purchaser objected that he could not make’ a title, 
on the ground that the land represented personal estate, 


and that the daughters had no power to deal with their. 


reversionary interests in personalty under the original settle- 
ment. Hall, V.C., held that a good title could not be 
made. The Court of Appeal (Jesser, M.R., and Baceat- 
tay and Lvusn, L.JJ.) held that, whatever right the 
daughters might have against the trustees in respect of 
the breach of trust, still they had an interest in the land 
in which the trust fund had actually been invested, and 
that under the Fines and Recoveries Act they could make 
an effectual conveyance of that interest as they had affected 
to do by the deed of 1875. Consequently, the father 
could make a good title to the purchaser under the power of 
appointment created by that deed. At any rate, if the 
daughters joined in the conveyance to the purchaser (as 
they were willing to do), every difficulty would be re- 
moved.—Soricrrors, Sole, Turner, § Knight ; Scarlett. 


Arrgat ror Costs—Trustee DEPRivep or Costs.—In 
a case of Farrow v. Austin, before the Court of Appeal on 
the 21st inst.,the preliminary objection was raised that the 
appeal was for costs only, and could not, therefore, be enter- 
tained. The action was brought by the tenant for lite of the 
residue of the testator’s estate, who wes also the executrix, 
for the administration of the testator’s estate ;an ad- 
ministration decree was made; and, on farther consideration, 
Malins, V.C., on the that the action was unneces- 
sary, d¢clined to allow the plaintiff any costs, and ordered 
her to pay the costs of one of the inquiries which had 
been directed. ‘The Court (Jzsser, M.R., and Baccaiay 
and Losu, L.JJ.) overruled the objection, and reversed the 
decision of the Vice-Chancellor, giving the plaintiff her costs 
out of the estate—Soricitons, F. Jones ; Sadgrove. 





Wr1—Constevcrios—Svunrvivon.—In|the case of David- 
sn ¥. Kimyton, vbetore ¥ry,J.,0n the 17th inst., a question 
srore a6 to the meaning of the word “survivor” in a 
will, A testator gave the dividends of a sum of £10,000 
consols to bie wife for her life, and after her death be gave 
the dividends of the consols unto and equally£between his 
foor denghters, and from and immediately after their re- 
apettive deaths be yave the console to their children, in 

proportion of one-fourth part thereof unto and equally 
between the children of each Anughter, and in case any 
one or more A the daughters should die withont any issue 
her or them surviving, he gave the part or parte of the 








consols so bequeathed to and intended for the issue (had 
there been such) of her or them so dying without isaue, 
unto the survivors or survivor of the four daughters, equally 
if more than one, and if but one, tosuch one. The wife 
died before the testator ; the four daughters s urvived him.. 
Three of them married, and died leaving children. The 
fourth daughter did not marry, and having attained theage of 
fifty-four she petitioned for a transfer to her of the one-fourth 
of the Consols to the dividends of which she was entitled 
for her life, on the ground that, if she died without issue, . 
she would be entitled to that one-fourth absolutely as | 
the survivor of the four daughters, and that she might 
now be treated as past the age of child-bearing, and,, 
consequently, it might be assumed that she would die 
without issue. Fry, J., held that she was entitled to the 
transfer. He was of opinion, following the decision of 
Jessel, M.R., in the somewhat similar case of Maden v.. 
Taylor (45 L. J. Ch, 569), that the words “ survivors cr 
survivor” meant those of the class of daughters who were 
at the time when the death without issue took place the 
survivors of the class. The fourth danghter answered this. 
description, and as, by reason of her age, she might be 
taxen to be past child-bearing, she was entitled to the 
fand absolutely. If this construction was not sound, the: 
original gift to the daughters, being a gift of the income- 
without any limitation, was equivalent to a gift of the 
capital, and there was a gift over in the event of the 
death of a daughter leaving children, and also in the event 
of her death without leaving children, and leaving sisters 
or a sister surviving her; but there was no gift over in. 
the event of her dying without issue, and leaving no sister 
surviving her. Consequently, the original gift remained 
in operation.—Soxicirors, Letts Brothers, 











Witt —Consrruction —Girr oveR oF Lgcacy om 
Dest OF LEGATEE BEFORE IT SHOULD HAVE BEEN PAID 
TO HIM—VaLipity,—In a case of Chaston vy. Seago, before- 
Fry, J., on the 18th inst., the question arose whether a gift. 
over of a legacy, in case of the death of the legatee before the 
legacy or any part thereof should have been paid to him, was. 
void for uncertainty. It was contended that it was, upon 
the authority of Hutchin v. Mannington (1 Ves. jun. '366) 
and Martin v. Martin (14 W. R. 986, L, R, 2 Eq..404).. 
Fry, J., was of opinion, upon the language of the particular 
will, that the testator was referring, not to the time of actual 
payment of the legacy, but to the time when payment ought 
to be made according to the directions of the will. That 
being so, the case of In re Arrowsmith’s Trusts (9 W. R.. 
258, 2 De G. F. & J. 474) was almost exactly io point, and 
was an authority for holding that the gift over was valid. His. 
lordsbip was of opinion that that was a sound decision, notr 
withstanding what was said of it by Malins, V.C., in Budd v. 
Padwick (28 W. R. 382, L, R. 13 Ch. D. 517), The words 
in Hutchin v. Mannington and Martin y. Martin were es» 
sentially different. In the latter case it was the time of 
actual receipt which was referred to,—Soxricitors, Clarke, 
Woodcock, & Ryland ; Whites, Renard, & Co.; Walker & 
Battiscombe. 





Stature oy Limitations — MortGcace — ForEcLOsuRe 
Action—3 & 4 Wi11, 4, c. 27, 88. 2, 24, 40—7 WALL. 4, AND 
1 Vicr. c, 28—37 & 38 Vict. co. 57, 8. 1—In a case of 
Harlock y. Ashberry, before Fry, J., on the 20th inst., the 
question arose whether a sim pure action is an 

jon to recover land, or an action to recovér thie money 
prt mortgage, and whether, therefore, it “se 
gor y sections 2 and 24, or by section 40 of the Statute 
of Limitetions (3 & F Will. 4, o, 27)>-¥ry, J., held that 
euch an action is an action to recover land, and is, therefore. 
not within section 40,7 tte object, lie said, is to put an end 
to the mortgagor's right in equity to recover the land, though 
the mortgagee’s ostate had become absolute at law. This was 
the view of Lord St. Leonards in Wrixon v. Vise (8 Dr. & 
W. 104), and it seemed to bave been the view of the Court. 
of Appeal in the recent case of Heath v.*Pugh (L. R. 6 Q. B. 
D, +5. Another point arose upon the construction of the 
Act 7 Will. 4, and 1 Vict. 0, 28, which provides that ‘it 
shell be lawful for any person entitled to, or claiming under, any. 
—. of land to make an entry, or bring an action at law, 
or suit in equity, to recover such land at any time within, 
twenty years next after the last payment of any part of the 

pal money or interest secured by such mortgage, 
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although more than twenty years may have elapsed since the 
time at which the right to make such entry, or bring such 
action or suit in equity, shall have first accrued.” The 
period of twenty years is now by the Act 37 & 38 Vict, 
¢. 57, 8. 1, reduced to twelve years. The question was, by 
whom must the ‘‘payment’’ there referred to have been 
made, the words not being limited, as they are in 
section 40, which relates to actions to recover mort- 
gage money, to payment “by the person by whom the 
same shall be payable, or his agent.’? The question arose 
under these circomstances. A legal mortgage of land was 
made in 1849. The last payment of interest was made in 
1859, and no payment of principal was made. In 1878 one 


' of the tenants of the estate, in consequence of a notice given 


to him by the mortgagee that he claimed the estate, paid 
the mortgagee a half-year’s rent. This payment was made 
without the knowledge of the mortgagor. The tenant paid 
his next half-year’s rent to the mortgagor, and afterwards 
gre up possession of the premises which he occupied to 

im. The question was whether the payment of the 
£5 was a payment which, under the Act 7 Will. 4, 
cand 1 Vict. c. 28, would keep alive the mortgagee’s right 
to bring a foreclosure action. The payment was made before 
the Act 87 & 88 Vict. c. 57, came into operation, which 
was not till the Ist of January, 1879. Fry, J., held that 
the payment had kept alive the right, though it was not 
made by the mo or or bis agent. He was of opinion 
that the payment might be made by the mortgagor or his 
agent, or by any person who, as between the mortgagor and the 
mortgagee, was liable to make a payment to the mortgagee 
in — of the mortgage. A payment by a mere stranger 
‘would not do; but the effect of a mortgage of land was 
that a tenant of the mortgaged property became liable to 
pay his rent to the mortgagee, who might at any time re- 
quire him to do so. The tenant was, therefore, a person 
who, as between the mortgagor and mortgagee, was liable 
‘to make a payment to the latter in satisfaction of the mort- 
gage debt, and the payment by him would keep alive the 
mortgagee’s right to foreclose.—Soxtcrrors, 7’. H. Bartlett ; 
‘Gregory, Roweliffe, & Co. 


EvipEeNnce — ApmissIBiLIty — UnstaMPED DocuMENT — 
TIME FoR TAKING OpsecTion.—In a case of Thomas v. 
'Hounsell, before Fry, J., on the 2ist inst., a document 
which created a charge on some property was tendered in 
evidence, and was received without any objection. The 
next day, on the continued hearing of ihe case, Fry, J., 
noticed that the document was not stamped, and expressed 
‘@ doubt whether it could be received in evidence, Counsel 
urgea that, as the objection had not been taken by the 
officer of the court, or by anyone, when the document was 
tendered, it was too late to take it after the document had 
been admitted in evidence. Fry, J., acceded to this view. 
—Soxicrtors, R. Davies; T. H. Strangways. 





Easement—RIGHT oF WAY—OWNER OF TWO ADJOIN- 
anG CLoses—GRant OF ONE WITH ORDINARY GENERAL 
Worps as to Ways.—In a case of Barkshire v. Grubb, 
before Fry, J., om the 22nd inst. the question arose 
whether, when the owner of two adjoining closes of land 
grants one of them, “ together with all ways thereto apper- 
taining and now used therewith,” and there exists at the 
date of the grant a defined road over the close which is re- 
tained by the grantor, which road is then used for access 
to the close which is granted, the road having been con- 
structed by the grantor during his unity of possession of the 
‘two closes, a right of way over the defined road will pass to 
the grantee under the general words. It was contended, 
on the authority of Zhomson v. Waterlow (16 -W. R, 
686, L. R. 6 Eq. 86), and Langley v. Hammond (16 W. R. 
937, L, R. 8 Ex, 161), that no right of way would pass to 
the grantee, unless there had been a right of way before the 
unity of possession. Fry, J., however, held that it 
made no difference whether a right of way had existed be. 
fore the unity of possession, or whether the way had been 
constructed during the unity of possession ; in either case, 
a right of way over a defined road, actually used at the 
date of the grant, would pasa to the grantee under the 
general words, This, Fray, J., said, was the effect of the 
older authoritios. No doubt the two cases which had been 
cited gave some colour to the distinction which had been 
suggested, but, in his lordship's opinion, this doubt had been 








dispelled by the more recent cases of Watts v. Kelson (19 

Ww. 338, L. R. 6 Ch. 166), and Kay v. Oziey : 

L. R. 10 Q. B. 360), which had laid dowa the law 

in accordance with the old authorities, and showed that, in 

any case, a defined way actually used at the time would 

~ under a grant of all ways now used.—Soxicrrors, Ew- 
k & Partington; Venn ¢ Woodcock. 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 
(Before Mr. Recistrarn Pzpys, acting as Chief Judge). 
May 24.—E# arte Lindsay, Re Thornton. 

Leave given to trustee of bankrupt partner to inspect - 
nership ae, notwithstanding the. fect of an action having 
been brought against one of the continuing partners in 
which the solicitors for the plaintiffs were also the itors for 
the trastee, but the inspection was limited to the trausactions 
in which the bankrupt had been a partner. 


This was an application on behalf of the trustee under 
the bankruptcy of Wm. W. Thornton for am order for the 
production and inspection, for the p of investigati 
the bankrupt’s affairs, of all books belonging to the bank- 
rapt, either solely or jointly with H. G. Williams and H. 
Bennett, or containing any entries relating to the business 
transactions of the firm of Henry Bennejt & Co., or of the 
bankrupt as a partner of such firm, or individually, both 
prior to the dissolution of the firm and subsequently. 

Previously to the Ist of January, 1880, the bankrupt car- 
ried on business at 26, Lime-street, as a tea merchant, ia 
partnership with Messrs. Bennett & Williams, :under the 
style of Henry Bennett & Co. 

Notice of the dissolutionof the partnership was adver- 
tised in the’ London Gazette of the 2nd of January, 1880, 
and such notice stated that the firm had been dissolved by 
mutual consent on the 3lst of December, 1879, and that 
all debts due to or owing by the firm would be received 
and paid respectively by Williams & Thornton. 

The trastee stated his belief that, for several months sub- 
sequently to the dissolution, the bankrupt attended regularly 
at the offices of the firm ; that a banking account continued 
to be kept with Messrs. Barclay & Co, in the name of the 
firm ; and that the bankrupt continued to transact business 
at the said offices in his own name, or in that of the firm, 
jointly with H. G. Williams. He had been unable to obtain 
inspection of any of the books of the firm, or to get from the 
bankrupt any account or statement of his affairs in connec- 
tion with it, or of his dealings subsequently to the dissolu- 
tion, or of the state of accounts between him and H. G. Wil- 
liams, in reference to transactions subsequently to the Ist 
of January, 1880, or any account of the property of the firm 
come to the hands of the bankrupt and Williams. An ap- 
plication had been made to the solicitor of Williams for an 
inspection, and refused. 

Mr. Williams in his affidavit stated that after the Ist of 
January, 1880, to the best of his knowledge and belief, the 
bankrupt never made use of, or transacted business in, the 
name of Henry Bennett & Co., and no business was ever 
transacted by the deponent, either alone or jointly with him, 
in that or any other name. All that was done was to receive 
debts due to the original firm of H. Bennett & Co,, contracted 
prior to the Ist of January, 1830, and sell and dispose of the 
stock belonging to the partnership, and out of the 3 
thereof, and the other moneys of the estate, pay the liabilities 
of the firm contracted during the period of its existence. 
The banking account opened ia the name of Heary Bennett 
& Co,, with Messrs. Barclay & Co., in 1878, for the purposes 
of that fiem, was kept on foot solely for the liquidation of the 
business, All the trade liabilities of Henry nett & Co, 
had been paid, and all the assets realized and applied for that 
purpose, Mr. Williams alleged also that the trustee was en- 
doavouring to obtain inspection in order to assist the plain- 
tiffs in an action brought against him to recover £2,000, the 
amount of two bills ot exchange recently accepted by the 
bankrupt in the name of the firm of Henry Beanett & Co, 
and the same solicitors were employed, Mr, Williams stated 
the bills were accepted mb bear = without his authority, 
and could only bind the bankrupt in ividual . 


Foote, in support of the application.-The trastee is 
entitled to inepeot the partnership booke: Robson oa 
Bankraptoy, p, 623, and the cases cited. He is not 


bound to accept the mere statement of Williama as to the 
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assets and liabilities of the partnership. The trastee’s 
right to inspection is in no way affected by.the.action. 

Brough, for Williams.—The trustee does not show that 
there are partnership liabilities or assets outstanding, and 
no benefit can accrue to the bankrupt’s estate from an 
inspection. Any right which the trustee has against 
Williams is a right outside the bankraptcy, and ‘this court 
cannot make him account: Er parte Musgrave (27 W. R. 
372, L. BR. 10 Ch. D. 94). (2) The application is not 
made for the benefit of the creditors, bat really in the 
interest of a firm who have brought an action against 
Williams. (3) The application is for the inspection of the 
books of Williams & Bennett withoat notice to Bennett, 
and it is therefore irregular : role 50. 

Foote, in reply. 

Mr. Registrar Pepys said he thought the trustee was 
entitled to an inapection of the partnership books, and the 
fact of an action having been brought against Mr. 
Witliams, in which the solicitors for the plaintiffs were 
also the solicitors for the trustee, was not a sufficient 
ground for depriving the trustee of bis right. The 
motion was, however, too wide ip its terms, and the 
inspection of the books must be limited to the transactions 
in whigh the bankrupt was a partoer. 

Solicitors for the trustee, Neish ¢ Howell. 

Selieiter for Williams, J. Rae. 


* 
(Before Mr. Registrar Hazzrrr, acting as Chief Judge.) 
June 3,—Re Ferris, 

New first meeting of creditors allowed to be convened ina 
case where, at the original meeting, the creditors were unani- 
mous in favour of liquidation by arrangement, but two 
separate utions were signed, each of them appoiating a 
diffrent trustee. A “be 

This was ap application for leave to convene a fresh first 
meeting under a petition for liquidation presented by the 
debtor. 

The first meeting took place on the 2nd inst., when 
the ereditors were unanimous that there should be a liqni- 
dation by arrangement, but a contest ensued as to the 
trustee to be appointed. Votes were taken upon two 
resolutions, both in favour of liquidation by arrangement, 
but the meeting separated before the votes were counted. 

t was subsequently found, upon the figures beiog investi- 
gated, that neither of the resolutions had been carried by 
the necessary majority of creditors, although all the 
creditors were in favour of liquidation, and desired to avoid 
bankruptcy. 

Foulkes, who appeared for the applicant, said that if the 
court allowed a new meeting to be convened, the creditors 
would, no doubt, agree upon a trustee. 

Mr. Recisrran Hazwirr.—There seems to have been a 
squabble between two accountants ? 

Foulkes.—The trade creditors desired to have an aceount- 
ant trustee, but the landlord and another trade creditor, 
whose debt was disputed, preferred someone else, but no 
one seems to bave wanted bankruptcy. Ea parte Gibis, 
Re Webb (23 W. BR. 529, L. R. 10 Ch. 382), is an authority 
n pomt. 

Mr. Reowrnar Hazcitr said be would make the order, 
but he hoped the ereditors would agree upon a trustee, 
end that the new meeting would not result in the appoint- 
ment of two accountants as trustees. 

Solicitors, Hadden, Woodward, & McLeod, 








(Before Mr. Recisrnan Hazurrr, acting a8 Chief Judge.) 
June 3.—RHe Stevens, 

Receiver nted under petition for liquidation continued 
under p A beequently taken to adjudicate the debtor 
a bankrupt, Gefault having been mode in carrying out the terms 
of « composition. 

This was an +g og for the confirmation of the ap- 
pointment of Mr, John Vale as receiver of the debtor's estate, 
or for leave to serve short notice of motion upon the debtor. 

_ Phe debtor (s trader) had presented a ion for liquida- 
tion, and at the first meeting the creditors agreed to — 
% composition, and the resolutions were registered. The 
debtor failed to carry out the terms of the resolutions, and a 
day had been appointed for the hearing of an application to 

udicate him a bankropt. Under the petition for liquida- 
tion Mr. Vale bad been appointed receiver, and he bad not 








been discharged, and the preseat application was made by 
two creditors who now sought to obtain an ete, 
There was the usual evidence of fitness of the k 

F, C. Willis, for the applicants. 

Mr. Reoistrar: Hazurr thought, as Mr. Wale: had not 
been _ 5s _ = convenient course be to con- 
tinue under nkraptcy proceedings. 

Solicitor, G. Bathurst Norman. 


SOLICITORS’ CASES. 
Queen's Bencn Diviston. 


(Before Lord Cotermer, C.J. Manisty, J., and 
Pottock, B.) 
June 17,—ZIn re A Solicitor. 

This was an application at the instance of the Incorporated: 
Law Society. One of the charges in the affidavits was that 
the eolicitor had got a client, an old lady, to transfer to him. 
property to the value of £1,896, which he placed to his ace 
count at his bankers, already overdrawn to the amount of 
£6,000, and also a sum of £1,139, which he had proceeded to- 
lend, she knowing nothing of what was done with her money: 
until he became insolvent, when she found herself penniless, 
Another charge stated in the affidavits was that he received 
for another client, an old lady, a sum of £2,500, which he- 
told her he had invested, but which he retained in his own 
hands until his insolvency, when she also found herself penni- 
less, Upon affidavits stating these and other matters, 

Wiis, Q.C. (W. Murray with him), on behalf of the In- 

ted Law Society, moved for a rule calling on the 
solicitor to answer the matters thus stated, or to show cause,. 
in the event of his not answering them, why he should not 
be struck off the rolls. The learned counsel stated the two- 
charges above mentioned, and said that there were others, as- 
to which, however, the parties had declined to give informa- 
tion; for, he said (strange as it might appear), the solicitor 
implicated was rather popular, and though he haa been tried 
on a criminal charge as a “‘ fraudulent dailee,” persons of the 
best position, including the clergyman cf his parish, gave him 
the highest character, and he was acquitted. 

Lord CotermpGe.—No donbt, he was churchwarden. 

Wills,—My lord, he filled all ‘* the parochial offices.” 

Lord Cotertpce.—No doubt, and I dare say he was thought 
to be pamenr ; but this court, which only takes a mere: 
worldly view of such matters, regarding them by the light of 
common honesty, cannot help granting such an application in. 
such a case. 

Accordingly, a rule nisi was granted as applied for.— 
Times. 








SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The second of the dinners given by the metropolitan 
members of the Incorporated Law Society to the Provincial 
Law Societies was held at the society’s hall, Chancery. 
lane, on Thursday evening, Mr. J. Moxon Cxuason, pre- 
sident, in the chair, About one hundred and forty gentle- 
men were present, and amongst those who aceepted invita- 
tions were :—Mr. ©. (. Druce (vice-president), Mr. W. J. 
Williams, Mr. T. Mallam, Mr. Verrall, Mr. W. Williams, 
Mr, J. hag —g Mr, J. Eaden, Mr. J. Miller, Mr. Penn’ 
ton, Mr. W. H. Guest, Mr. H. Roscoe, Mr. Mallings, Mr. 
H, Cook, Mr. F. H. Janson, Mr. Jepson, Mr. M. B, 

Mr. G. Hadfield, Mr. W. B. Paterson, Mr. White, Mr. 
Lowndes, Mr. A, P. Bower, Mr. Bright, Mr. Hussey, Mr. 
Binney, Mr. Blake, Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, Mr, 8, 
Unwin, Mr. Fitz Hogh, Mr. Mills, Mr. W. H. Clarke, Mr, 
E, Bailey, Mr. J. N. York, Mr. Orossman, Mr. 
Gill, Mr. D. T. Burges, Mr. Grinham Keen, Mr. 
H. F. Lawes, Mr. Hutchings, Mr. Cotton, Mr. Howlett, Mr. 
Tucker, Mr. Herbert, Mr, Fielder Watson, Mr. Jourdain,. 
Mr, Greening, Mr. F. Ince, Mr, Thorn, Mr. E, Pope, Mr. 
M. Pope, Mr. J. J. Freeman, Mr. Farafield, Mr, J. 
Emanuel, Mr. C. Ford, Mr. Bramley, Mr, Papworth, Mr. 
Humphry, Mr. Wansey, Mr. Hughes, Mr. Vizard, Mr, 
Compton Smith, Mr. Lee, Mr. A. Murray, Mr. Maleolm, Mr. 
Parker, Mr. er, Mr, rt. Crowder, Mr. Fraser, 
C.0., Mr. Pedley, Mr. Ryland, Mr. Crowther, Mr. Cockbura,. 
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Shaen, Mr. Morton, Mr. H. Kimber, Mr. Mantov, Mr. 
Mr. Barnard, Mr. W. Greaves, Mr. J. 7°. Ince, Mr. 
. F. Foster, Mr. Pritohard, Mr. Busby, Mr. Janeway, Mr. 
. B. Brook, Mr. Andrew, Mr. Trehearne, Mr. Crossfield, 
. Ditton, Mr. Bromhead, Mr. Whitehead, Mr. 

« Turner; Mr. Hazard, Mr. Tippetts, Mr. Nicholls, Mr. 
Moyle, Mr. Thatcher, Mr. G. B. Wheeler, Mr. Parkes, Mr. 
Chubb, Mr. Wayman, Mr. Eddison, Mr. Richard Smith, 
Mr. Rance, Mr. W. Ford, Mr. H. J. Francis, Mr. Carpmael, 
Mr. Marton, Mr. Russell, Mr, Osbaldeston, Mr. Peck, Mr. 
Evan Hare, Mr. Oldman, Mr. Prideaux, Mr. G, Burges, Mr. 
binson, Mr. E, W. Williamson (secretary), Mr. 8. P. B. 
Bucknill (assistant secretary), and Mr. F, Boase (librarian). 

The toasts of “The Queen” and ‘*The Prince and 
Princess of Wales and the rest of the Royal Family” 
having been given from the Curr, and honoured with the 
customary enthusiasm, 

The CHarrmay, in proposing the toast of the evening, 
“The Provincial Law Societies,” referred to the fact that 
there was a law society in existence in Kent long before 
one had been instituted in London. I? at any time any 
feeling of jealousy had existed between the country law 
societies and that of the metropolis, he was happy to say 
that that feeling had long since died ont. It was true 
that there was at one time a Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association, but it was found that they and the Incor- 
porated Law Sogiety were doing very much the same work, 
and they were in time amalgamated, with a proviso that 
the Incorporated Law Society should hold annual meet- 
ings in the provinces, a stipulation which they had been 
very happy to carry out. 

Mr. VERRALL (Sussex Law Society), in responding, spoke 
of the labours of the Incorporated Law Society for the 
benefit of the profession, and, therefore, of the public, He 
recognized in warm terms the hospitality which had been 
extended to the Provincial Law Societies in the present 
gathering, and promised that his society would do their 
best to welcome the Incorporated Law Society in a fitting 
manner on their coming visit to Brighton. 

Mr. Janson next gave ‘‘ The Incorporated Law Sooiety,’’ 
and traced its: ovigin and growth up to the present time, 
paying a high complimert to Mr. Williamson, the secre- 
tary, for the zeal and earnestness with which he fulfilled 
the office. 

Tbe CralRMAN responded, and, referring to the fact that 
the solicitors’ was.called the lower branch of the profession, 
thoroughly repudiated the term. Both they and the 
barristers were working together for the commen good of 
the public. 

The remaining toasts were “The President,” 
by Mr. Mariam and acknowledged by that gentleman, and 
“The Entertainment Committee,” submitted by Mr. 
BraMuey, and replied to by Mr. Keen. 

_Daring the evening a selection of music, under the 
direction of Mr. John Davis, was performed by Miss Agnes 
Larkom ; Mr. Stedman’s Choir Boya, Mastere Probert 
Walenn, Fielder, and Toop; Mr. Harper Kearton, Mr. 
Frederiok Bevan, and Mr. Luigi Carozzi (solo flute). 
The dinner was served by Mesars. Ring & Brymer. Mr. 
Harker was the toastmaster. 

A fall report will appear in our next issue. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


The twenty-first anniversary festival of the Solicitors’ 
oe peor aa ong emer Ane > — Hotel, 

ersga' on ay evening, Sir Henry James, 
Q.C., M.P., her Majesty’s Attorney-General, presiding. 
There were present about sixty gentlemen, amongst whom 
were the following :— 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Williams, Mr. G. B. Gregory, M.P., 
Mr. J. Dodds, M.P., Mr. Lewis (chairman), and Mr, P. 


a 


e 


Rickman (deputy-chairman of the society), Mr. H. ©. 
Owen ident of the Wolverhampton Law Society), Mr. 
G. Hadfield sonal La 


oe of the Manchester In Ww 
ee. ntague Cookson, Q.C., Mr. H. C. Beddoe, 
JP., . W. Melmoth Walters, Mr. Munton, Mr. 
H. W. Trinder, Mr. EB. Bromley, Mr, J. A. Farnfield, Mr. 
BE. Low, Mr. G. McA. Low, Mr. 8. H. Asker, Mr. W. G. 
Stuart, Mr. W. E, Shirley, Mr, H. Sowton, Mr. J, suny, 
Mr, J. T. Prall, Mr. R, Prall, Mr, G. F. Carnell, Mr, R. 
Pennington, Mr. 8. Castle, Mr. S. Harris, Mr. L. Heri ®, 
Mr, 0. 8. Routh, Mr, W. Evans, Mr. P. L. Holt, Mr. 





R. H. Fryer, Mr. W.0. Hewlett, Me. T. Skewer-Cox, 
Mr. G. R. Dodd, Mr. B. Levis, Mr. ©. T. Abbott, Mr. 
G. C. Filliter, &c., &c. 
The association, which was established in 1858, is eom- 
of solicitors (who are required to be practising 
solicitors at the time of their admission as members) in 
England and Wales. Its objects are:—“ To relieve, 
by donations or annuities, necessitous members’ and 
wives and families, and the necessitous widows and 


Eek 


of deceased members, and in special cases the parents or col- 
lateral relations of deceased members; and, , such 
necessitous persons as are or have been attorneys, _—_ 


or proctors, and have not been members, and who, in 
opinion of the directors, may be deserving objects, and 
wives and families; and the necessitous widows and families 
of deceased attorneys, solicitors, and proctors who were not 
members of the associati n at the time of their decease.” 
Solicitors throughout England or Wales are eligible- to be 
members (subject to the approval of the board), and are in- 
vited to co-operate for the promotion of the association. A 
single payment of ten guineas (on admission) constitutes a life 
member, asd a subscription of one guinea a year (paid yearly 
in advance) an annual member. 

During the year 1880 £1,105 was expended in the relief of 
members and their families, and £1,130 in the relief of non- 
members and their families. The total relief 
£2,235. The society has expended £18,833 15s. in relief 
since it was founded. 

The CuarRMAN having given the loyal and patriotic toasts, 
which were received with the usual honours, 

Mr. Dopps, in proposing ‘‘The Bench and the Bar,” re- 
marked that the bench of England had, during every peri 
of the country’s history, received the respect and 
not only of suitors, but also of the public at large. 
thought it would be admitted that at no previous time had 
there been a greater measure of confidence reposed im it than 
was the ease at the present day. The bench, during 
last few years, had been labouring under what might, to a 
certain extent, be considered as difficulties ; he 
the changes which had taken place by reason of the passing 
of the Judicature Act, which had brought about that fusion 
of law and equity which had been witnessed, Naturally 
enough the changes which had been made had i 
considerable amount of responsibility and 
bench, which their predecessors in office had not 
upon to contend with. These difficulties had, ho 
they had all ‘seen, been surmounted, as was 
distinguished men who occupied the high j 
the country ; andthe duties of these offices had 
charged entirely to the satisfaction both of the suitors and 
the public in general. In proposing the toast, he 
but refer to the fact that the hand of death had been 
busy in the higher ranks of the bench during the 
months; and perhaps at etl woe period had three men of 
equal eminence with the Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer, 
the Lord Chief Justice of Eogland, and Lord Justice James 
been taken away within so short a time. He (Mr. Dodds) 
was old enough to recollect the late Lerd Chief Baron as 
occupying a conspicuous position in the pelitical of 
the ki , and later on he had filled an important 
on the bench, and be would be ever remembered in connec- 
tion with that position. With respect to the Lord Chief 
Justice he could only say that his distinguished qualities 
not only as regarded the judicial bench, bat alse ia other 
respects, would cause them long to revere and to cherish his 
memory. Everyone must agree in the eulogiems that had 
been pronounced, not only in the courts of justice, bat in 
the press and elsewhere, upon the late Lord Justice James 
after his death. Anything pene ange en 
acarcely be concei In conn i 
of the toast, there were happily a number of men 
intellect — to step forward and occupy the 
vacated by who had gone before, and ever 
keep up the dignity and the high character of the 
bench in a way that should leave nothing to 
sired. ae the present session 
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attempts that had been made during the last few years to 
fase together the two branches of the profession—the higher 
and the lower, as they were termed—he might perhaps be 
permitted to.say that these attempts had been unsuccessful, 
as he would venture to predict would be the case with any 
simi’ar attempts in the immediate future. There was one 
matter, however, which interested them, in respect of 
which the efforts that had been made, he was happy to say, 
had been more successful—namely, the rendering the pas- 
sage from one branch of the profession to the other easier 
than had hitherto been the case. A very much easier way 
had been opened to the solicitor branch to those gentlemen 
who, having been called to the bar, found that that they 
lacked the necessary eloquence, or for some other reason 
Were unsuccessful in their vocation, and had perhaps ar- 
rived at the conclusion that they were not likely to attain 
to any very distinguished position as advocates and mem- 
bers of the bar. An Act of Parliament had been passed 
on their bebalf which greatly facilitated their passage to 
the solicitor branch of the profession, Regulations had 
likewise been made by the Inns of Court for the purpose of 
facilitating the passing of the solicitors from their branch of 
the profession to that of the bar, and this could now be 
done, after an interregnum of one year only. This was a 
great step io advance, and the solicitors might congratulate 
themselves that they had entered upon a new era. He 
was gladto couple with the toast the name of a gentleman 
with whose good qualities the members of the House of 
Commons were well acquainted. They all rejoiced at his 
promotion ; but, in doing so, they could not but regret that 
he was no longer among them. They all looked forward to 
a distinguished career for Mr. Justice Williams, He 
had pleasure also in connecting the name of a distinguished 
advocate, Mr. Mont:gue Cookson, with the toast. The well 
deserved reputation of that gentleman was so thoroughly ap- 
preciated amidst an assembly of lawyers, that it was unne- 
cessary for him to do more than to mention his name. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice WiLLIaMs, in replying for the 
bench, referred to the great satisfaction he experienced in 
being able to support his friend, Sir Henry James, who oc- 
cupied the chair, and under whose banner, in a different 
place, and in different circumstances, he had had the great 
pleasure of serving. He must not, however, indulge in re- 
collections of the pleasure he experienced in those by-gone 
times, for he now knew nothing more of politics. Still he 
was sure he would be forgiven if he looked back for a mo- 
ment, with a sort of hankering, to the time when the chair- 
man and he walked side by side in a different place. The 
toast for which he was responding had been received with so 
much kindness and generosity that evening—and he believed 
the kindness and generosity had been exhibited fairly and hon- 
estly —that it ought tomakethe task of responding an easy one. 
It was a relief to him tbat the toast was not a personal one, 
but one of a general character. The English bench had been 
solong known, so long respected, so long looked up to, that 
it bad been a sort of shock to many of those who occupied 
positions on the bench to reflect that, for the past six or 
seven years, the judicature had been passing through a kind 
of ordeal, by reason of the great reforms which had taken 
place in connection with it. The Judicature Act brought 
with it the most sweeping changes; but he believed it 
was very generally felt by the public—and, he believed 
rightly felt—for many years, that these reforms were 
not being carried into execution with the thorough- 
ness and loyalty for which they had looked. But 
he did hope, and firmly believed, that, at the present time, 
and for some months past, an honest and thorough attempt 
was being made to give effect to these changes; and, so 
far as he could judge, as a practical lawyer, the progress 
which had been made had been as extensive as could be 
fairly expected having regard to the nature of the changes 
to which he had referred. He did not believe that the 
public would be so unreasonable as to expect that such 
sweeping reforms as had been made could be brought into 
thorough working order all ofa moment. At present, he 
was of opinion there was an accumolatioo—an unnecessary 


accutulation—of assizes, which took away a large number * feeling and respect. 


of the judges, perhaps unnecessarily. He believed, how- 


ever, that, notwithstanding this, the courts at Westminster 
were keeping pace with the work that came before them, 
and that during the present sittings all the businces ready 
from hearing would be dealt with and entirely cleared away. 
This was a great fact, and one that would be appreciated by 





an assembly of lawyers such as he was addressing. This 
was more especially the case when it was considered that the 
work performed by the judges was unfortunately much more 
difficult than that of former times, owing to the great changes 
which had taken place. In former times an endeavour was 
made to reduce the responsibility by compelling the suitors 
to reduce the points in dispute, whether of fact or of law, 
to as much exactitude and narrowness as was possible, the 
result of which was that in the great majority of instances 
a definite and specific question came before the judge, which 
of course rendered easy the dispatch of business, The Judi- 
cature Act did away with all this, and now everything was 
left, and he thought properly so, at large. The difficalties 
with which the judges were called upon to contend had, 
however, been enormously increased. fn the great propor- 
tion of cases—probably in ninety-nine out of a hundred—the 
matter was dealt with without the least difficulty, and when 
in the hundredth case the difficulty arose, the judge had of 
course to take the responsibility. If there should be an error 
or dissatisfaction, there was a very simple and inexpensive 
proceeding in the Court of Appeal which was open to the 
suitor, ‘Times had changed for the better since it was pos- 
sible for a case to come before a judge such as that which had 
actually been heard upon the Oxford Circuit, when a man 
was charged with stealing two ducks, He had been caught 
in the very act, but his counsel, at the conclusion of the case 
for the defence, submitted that the judge must direct an 
acquittal, as the ducks in dispute were proved to have been 
dead, whilst ducks in law inferred live ducks. The judge 
asked what answer the counsel for the prosecution could 
make to this; and the counsel for the prosecution was com- 
pletely floored, and could make no answer, The judge, there- 
fore directed the jury that they must acquit the prisoner, at 
which the foreman asked, “If they bean’t ducks, what be’s 
they?” The judge replied that he was not called upon to 
say what they were ; he could only repeat that they were not 
ducks in the eyes of the law. This was what had occurred 
not.so very long ago, and within a recent date, upon a 
great circuit of England. Such a proceeding at the present 
day would, of course, shock their common sense and their 
view of justice. He hoped and believed that the changes 
which had taken place, and which tried the judges seriously, 
and which doubtless to some extent had produced discomfort, 
would be the means of doing great good. In the olden times, 


if a question came before the court, there was a specific 


method of dealing with it, and everyone understood what the 
question was. Now, when a decision was given, if the 
parties were dissatisfied, they took it to the Court of Appeal, 
the whole thing was heard over again, fresh points were 
opened, and new evidence introduced, and the judges did not 
shrink from investigating the matter and giving the case a 
real rehearing and a new trial. He could say a great deal 
with respect to the dutiies of the judge as regarded the 
criminal branch of their labours, but he would abstain from 
occupying the time of the assembly. These duties had been 
the most painful of his office, and he must admit that 
he had shrunk from them; because he thought that 
in some parts of the country where he had gone 
there had been a disposition on the part of the pablic to look 
for too great severity iu the sentences on offenders, and there 
had been a feeling that the judges had administered the law 
more moderately and timorously than had been the habit of 
the local judges. He doubted whether the inhabitants of 
these localities preferred the justice and moderation of the 
judges to the sentences of the local judges. He was horrified 
y the cry for vengeance which was at times raised by those 
who wished to revenge themselves on the prisoners, and as an 
individual he would never shrink from lending as far as he 
could the weight of his example and of his opinion 
in the direction of mercy towards the unfortunate 
criminals who came before him. He would say for 
the judges that they were cognizant of the bond 
of sympathy and mutual respect and confidence which 
existed between all lawyers, whether they were judges, 
barristers, or solicitors, and he certainly believed that a desire 


{ existed amongst the judges to cultivate that mutual good 


Speaking for himself he ho to 

cultivate it with success, because he believed that the interests 

of the public would be maintained by the continuance of the 

friendly relations which already existed between|them. He 

ny —_ nothing would be done by the judges to impair this 
eeling, 

4 Mr. Mowtacuz Cookson responded for ‘The Bar,” and 
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observed that they had been taught that men should “‘ scorn 
delights, and live laborious days,” but he might say of his 
friends in the House of Commons, and icularly in the 
presence of the head of the bar, that the poet's measure 
might be altered to ‘‘he scorns delights and lives laborious 
days and nights.” The labours of the bar. as they all knew, 
were not of the smallest. Mr. Justice Williams had just 
told them how his labours, and those of the bench in general, 
had been increased by the changes brought about by the 
Judicature Act. He might say, with regard to the bar, that 
the same Act had largely increased their work, and especially 
was this the case with respect to those who, like himself, 
practised in the Chancery Division of the High Court. In 
- the by-gone times, in conducting a case, it was no: thonght 
necessary to study the affidavits in any case, unless, indeed, 
the barrister happened to be a very young man, and had 
nothing much to do; but if he were a big man he might 
take some such course as that in which a leader, having to 
eonduct a case in the court of Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
which depended upon affidavits, had to attend a 
consultation, and he was asked if his attention had 
been directed to a particular affidavit which was 
thought to contain the turning point of the whole case, 
He was asked to read the affidavit, and replied that he would, 
and asked whether it required reading more than once. 
** No, only once,” was the answer. ‘ Then,’’ said Sir John, 
“TI will take care to read it to the Vice-Chancellor.” But 
those good old times were passed away, and now there were 
positively witnesses in chancery who sometimes deceived 
themselves, and sometimes the suitors on whose behalf they 
were called, or perhaps more frequently still, they succeeded 
in deceiving no one until they got into the witness-box. 
Then, again, the przes which were at one time open to 
‘the members of the bar had decreased in number. The pro- 
gress of legal scientific discovery was exactly the reverse of 
the progress of scientific discovery in astronomy. The 
astronomers had been engaged for many years in re- 
solving what appeared as single stars into groups of two, 
three, and four, and sometimes even constellations. But in 
the law the triplets and doubles had been reduced into 
ones by an exactly opposite process, and at length they 
were left with one Chief Justice. It was a great satis- 
faction to feel that barristers possessed the good opinion of 
solicitors, and to know that they were doing their work 
quietly, and to the best of their ability. Knowing this, 
they were not so much affected when verdicts and 
judgments went against them, so long as they had the good 
Opinion of those most competent to judge as to whether they 
had satisfactorily performed their duty. 


The CuatrMan proposed the toast of the evening, “The 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and may prosperity attend 
it,” which was received with acclamation. He said: Upon 
the present occasion I will ask to be permitted to depart from 
the conventional tone usually adopted at these meetings, and 
will speak to you as one friend speaks to another. I[ speak 
‘thus, not only because [ see around me some of those who 
remind me of the earliest days of my active life—almost of 
the days of my boyhood—not only because I have around me 
those who have been my friends—my sincere friends, in 
Jater life—but because it happens that in the profession 
which is our common profession, some eight or nine years 
ago it occurred to some of us—Lord Coleridge, Mr. Justice 

anisty, and the late Lord Justice Thesiger—that it was 
wequisite, in the interests of the branch of the profession to 
which we belong that we should establish an associa- 
tion having for its object the relief of the neces- 
‘sities of those who had not been so fortunate 
in life as some of us. And to-night we who 
are here have one common desire, and one common 
hope, that we may do some good to those who have not suc- 
ceeded so well as ourselves. In every other profession, or 
calling, as far as I know, those who represent its interests 
in its charities appeal for assistance, not only to their own 
‘body, but to the general public. The artists claim the be- 
nefit they confer upon theic fellow-creatures, and ask as a 
requital for charity from others than themselves. Literar 
men, again, year after after year, gather together, and tell 
what literature does for the advantage of their fellow-men, 
and, in return, for the solace and the benefit derived there- 
from, ask for charity on behalf of those belonging to their 

rofeasion. Even last night, I think, it was a Oabdrivers’ 
enevolent Association which appealed for help, with the 
-assistance of a royal duke, who presided at a meeting at 


which there was not one cabdriver to listen to the eloquence 
that came from his lips. But the legal profession never 
appeals to anyone except to its own members. I 

know why, unless it is from a consideration of the want of 
justice exhibited by the public in their consideration towards 
us. We can scarcely expect charity from those who never 
give us even justice, and who, when they speak of us in re- 
lation to the suitor, generally refer to the oft-quoted case of 
the oyster and the shell. We always say, in the House of 
Commons, that our profession is well able to take care of it- 
self, and it is this feeling which affects us in the eyes of the 
public. But, 1am sare, those who are with me r 

the fact that our profession is subject, not only to tempta- 
tion, and to opportunity, but also to vicissitudes with whi 
no other profession is acquainted. The solicitor branch of 
the profession have constituted a body, the like of which 
exists in no other profession. The Incorporated Law 
Society aims jealously, not at palliating offences committed 
by solicitors, but at punishing those who do wrong; and 
there is no profession, save one, whose members briag to 
justice the man who commits the slightest error without 
asking for pity or consideration forhim, The judgment that 
is passed upon us does not depend upon those earnest labours, 
upon those confidences as sacred as those with which 
the physician strives to deal, almost as sacred as 
those of the priest who seeks to save—all these 
strict performances of duty are not considered, but those 
comparatively isolated cases of yielding to temptation are 
held up as the standard of the morality of the profession, 
and we are subjected to the criticism and condemnation 
which results from instances which are viewed by the 
profession with abhorence. To give an instance, which 
happened only two hours since, of the injustice with 
which our legal profession is daily subjected. I heard a 
most distinguished American and a no less distinguished 
Englishman talking upon the subject of legal reform, and 
the Englishman said that we had always a difficulty in 
obtaining a legal reform because vested interests prevented 
it, and that we could get no advantage for the public in 
connection with the conveyance of real property, because 
we required long requisitions on title and long forms of 
conveyances for the benefit of the profession. I could not 
help telling the American that he must remember that 
when he asked members of our profession to shorten 
everything, and if they made the slightest mistake they 
were liable for the whole value of the property: And 
when I hear censures of this kind thrown broadcast upon 
the profession I cannot help wishing that those who 
make them, whether applied to solicitors or the bar, would 
recollect that they were responsible to the fullest extent of 
protecting property and character, and sometimes even 
life; and then consider how diffisalt it is to perform the 
daties that are cast upon us in the carrying oat of oar 
profession. Forgive me for speaking thus, bacaase I feel 
how little we may expect from the public, who are always 
inclined to deal ont the scantiest justice tous. There is, 
however, a more pleasing subject on which I have to 
speak—the charity whose auniversary festival we are met 
to celebrate to-night. I am going to make use of words 
which I am certain will appear very strange to you. [ 
would advise those who administer this charity to be 
neglectfal of every rule which governs them in the 
ordinary business of life; and I ask them to be improvident 
to a degree. I would advise them to scatter the da 
of this charity broadcast, because in so doing they will 
not only be doing immediate good, bat they will be 
strengthening its foundations. This charity has no 
old age to look forward to, but will be always young, and 
you will have no rainy day to provide for, Your necessities 
will never be greater than they are at the present moment, 
and you will always find someone wanting your assistance as 
much now as in the future. Your future will provide for 
itself, and the more you show your ability in the cause of 
charity in the present time, the more you will be able to 
accomplish in the fature. No charity is ever successful until 
it gets into debt and waats help, and the moment that you 
want help you will obtain it. I see, almost with regret, in 
looking at your satisfactory balance sheet that you can point 
to a large amount of stock which belongs to the association. 
As long as this is the case, your subscribers will say, “‘ What 
more do you waat? Jf you have £30,000 invested, it proves 
that your subscriptions are more than you require, and 





you do not want more subscribers.” If you become rich you 
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feeling has been most strongly impressed upon me with re- 
gard toa matter connected with the society to which I 
have already referred —the Barristers’ Benevolent Society. 
Some two years ago a most distinguished man in tae pro- 
fession, a distioguished cSlonial judge, died. He had added 
much to our literature and done much for our profession, 
and he left a large family without the slightest provision. No 
reflection could be cast upon him, bus so it was. A committee 
of the Barristers’ Benevolent Society was summoned, and I 
saw the opportunity that was offered of appealing specially to 
her Majesty’s judges in particular in respect to this case; 
and although there were some timid spirits around me, 
I prevailed upon those present in twenty minutes’ time to 
vore £1,000 to the relief of the family, and undertook that 
if more help was needed it should be forthcoming. When I 
pointed out that we could find this help in our rich profes- 
sion, one or two timid voices questioned it. What was the 
result ? In six months we could point to £4,000 as the 
outcome of the £1,000 expended as I have stated; because we 
could tell everyone that we had taken all this private con- 
tribution under our own care and were willing, not only to 
find a certain sum of money, but to administer, it with that 
care which only such associations as this are able in their 
collective capacities to render. This association especially 
ought to feel assured that whatever it spends will be replaced, 
because it will be to everybody a proof that it is dealing 
with the present and leaving the future to itself, and there 
will always be men as charitable as we are and as proud of 
what this association has done as any of us can be. Twenty 
years ago £10 was the amount given away during the year. 
Last year it was £2,500. If we who are here are proud of 
this to-night, those who come after us will be prond”of a 
still greater increase. There are men amongst us who have 
been very successful, and it would be ungrateful of them if 
they were not to make some acknowledgment in return. 
Let me ask those around me af this table who have met with 
good fortune if they know any experience more satisfactory 
that the knowledge that they have helped those who have 
been less successful—that they have been able to hold out a 
hand to their forlorn and shipwrecked brother, who has not 
had the bappiness of sailing in the fair waters in which they 
have floated. Have they not been proud and happy to render 
assistance to the members of their own profession who have 
not been so successful as they ? I sometimes have to ask for 
justice, and it is very easy indeed to ask for charity. It will 
be of no avail for me to make a personal appeal or to give 
expression to my personal feelings. Were I to do so I 
would only say, Let us who have, fiod enjoyment in the giving 
to those who deserve it. I only know that those are the 
happy days in which I have felt that I have done some good 
to those who have needed it. I am speaking in the spirit in 
which Iam asking you to listen to me. We should be 
proud that weare enabled, through the society whose anni- 
versary we eclebrate to-night, to feel that without burting the 
feelings of men who are as sensitive as ourselves, aud whose 
position ongat to be as much a matter of consideration as 
our own, we are assisting in solacing the failing hours and 
the failing days of many 2 man who has been associated with 
Us in our own early days, and who only wanted one thing to 
place bim on an equality with us—namely, the good fortune 
which we have enjoyed. I hope you will forgive me 
if | have wandered away from the coaventional track in pro- 
posing the toast. I have entered into common questions 
and | have endeavoured to ex to you how entirely, how 
earnestly, I sympathize with the object of the association, and 
I hope we may rise to sufficient enthusiasm to prove at least 
our earnestness for its success. 

Mr. W. Metmota Watrens in proposing “ The Visitors” 
remarked with pleasare upov the fact that the association 
still maintained ite inflaence over the whole country, and 
was glad to state that ite numbers were constantly 
increasing. This was owing in part to the dioners and also 
to the active way in which the secretary performed his 
datier, They bad the honour of being presided over by 
& distinguished chairman, and they were glad to see that 
their friend Mr. Dodds found the opportunity in the midat 
of bis maltifarious daties to come amongst them and to 

deavour to remove the stigma which attached to 
solicitors in the mind of the public that they wanted to 
make long drafts and long pleas. Mr. Dodds had been one 
See ee ey seh roma ae 
Ineorporated Society in consideration Lord 
Cairns’ Conveyaocing Bill, which had for its object the 











reduction of conveyances to a length of about two and 
half inches. The coancil had taken up that Bill with the 
greatest. vigour, and it had been carried it would have 
reformed the land laws of the country. Solicitors always 
were of opinion that what was for the benefit of the public 
was also for their own benefit, and that if litigation were. 
made cheaper and more speedy, although their profits 
would be reduced in proportion, yet they would have more 
work and quicker retarns. They had also amongst them 
that evening distinguished presidents of provincial law 
societies, and what gave him the greatest satisfaction was 
the fact that these gentlemen on the bench, these gentle. 
men at the bar—at the head of the bar—these gentlemen 
at the head of the country law societies, these gentlemen 
in Parliameat and on the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society—all of whom had not the ghost of an idea that it 
would ever be necessary for them to apply to the associa. 
tion for assistance, attended at these festivals and were 
staunch supporters of the association—not because of auy 
benefit that they could derive from it personally, but be-- 
canse they were anxious to stretch ont the right hand of 
sympathy to the poorer members of their profession. It. 
was a pleasant thing to observe the men who had climbed 
to the topmost rang of the ladder and who were safe in 
the high position to which they had attained, vot kicking 
the ladder away, bat doing their best to assist those who 
were still struggling at the buttom of it. 

Mr. Owen briefly replied. 

Mr. Lewis (Chairman of the Committee of Management), 
in submitting ‘“‘ The Chairman of the evening,’ remarked 
that he occupied a position second to none in the whole pro- 
fession of the law—one which had been filled in by-gone days. 
by some of the ablest men whose history had ever adorned the 
annals of Westminster Hall ; and, looking at the ability and 
energy displayed by their chairman, they would have no difi-. 
culty ia predicting that the dignity and honour of the office 
would never fail in his hands. He (Mr. Lewis) had had the: 
honour of being present at every banquet of the association ; 
but he could not help observing that never had it been. his 
lot, on any of these occasions, to listen to so able an address 
as that which they had heard that evening. The opinions 
of the chairman with reference to the expenditure of the 
funds of the association exactly coincided with his own, and 
he had always urged upon the board the adoption of the 
plan which they had heard recommended by the chairman. 
In his opivion, charities were never in a better condition 
than when they were in debt; but, unfortunately for the 
association, there were £30,000 in hand, and he thought 
that the sooner that was got rid of, and an appeal made to 
the profassion at large, the better for all concerned. 

The toast was honoured with great enthusiasm. 

The CHatrmay, in acknowledging the compliment, ob- 
served that he was reminded of how much he owed 
to the profession, which he felt he could never repay. The 
profession was nothing unless it existed for the public be- 
nefit, and he was sure its members were most happy when 
they were engaged in promoting the good of their fellow- 
creatures. : 

The donations received during the evening amounted to 
£400; and it was announced that twenty-one new life mem- 
bers, and sixty-five new annual members of the assoc a:ion, 
had been enrolled at the mecting. 

An excellent programme of music was performed by 
Madame Worrell, Miss Marian Burton, Mr. Harper Kear- 
ton, and Mr. Frederick Beavan, under the direction of Mr. 
John Davis, who presided at the pianoforte. Mr. Harra- 
dine was the toastmaster. 


KENT LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the Kent Law Society was 
held at the Pavilion Hotel, Folkestone, on Monday, the 13th 
of June, ‘under the presidency of Mr. G. F. Caunenn, of 
Sevenoaks, the president for the year. 

Amongst the members present we noticed Mr. Carnell 
(Sevenoaks), Mr. Cri (Tunbridge Wills), Mr. Hoare, 
sen., Mr, Hoare, jan., Mr. King, Mr. Menpses, Mr. Tatham, 
Mr. ©. A, Case (Maidstone), Mr. Stringer (Hpehe) Mr. 
Tasker (Dartford), Mr. Bassett and Mr, Arnos (Rochester), 


Mr. Tawsell, Mr. Bathurst (Faversham), Mr, Girand and 
Mr. Knocker (Dover), Mr. Norwood (Ashford), Mr. Orery 
Canterbury), Mr. Norton (Town Molling), Mr, Bristow, Mr. 

th, Mr. Batchelor, Mr. Saw, sea., Mr. Saw, yuo. 
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(Greenwich), a ie (Ashford), Mr, Wightwick 
(Folkestone), Mr. ih ea, Mr. Hinds (Gondhutst), 
Mr. Daniels P sarbaary &c., &o, 

The es of ae treasurer and bills were audited. 


Mr, Cri Wells, was chosen president, and 
Mr, Kn er, of pee 8, vice-president, for the ensuing 
year. 


The place of meeting. for the next year was fixed at 
Tunbridge Wells, and the committee. for the ensuing year 
was appointed. 

The president then presented to the late treasurer, Mr. 
Hoare, of Maidstone, in the name of the members of the 
society, a testimonial, consisting of a very handsome silver 
dinner service, for his valuable assistance as treasurer of the 
society for twenty-nine years, statiog his father had occupied 
that position before him for the period of twenty-four years. 

Mr. Henry Banell Bradley, of Folkestone; Mr. Alfred 
Drake Brookman, of Folkestone ; Mr. Lewis James Drake 
Brockman, of Folkestone ; Mr. Frederick Johnson, of Faver- 
sham ; Mr. Vernon Edwin Knocker, of Dover ; Mr. Frederick 
Mitchell, of Gravesend; Mr. Edward Norwood, of Charing ; 
Mr. Charles Norwood, of Ashford ; Mr. Reginald Wilscn 
Pearless, of Tunbridge Wells ; Mr, Howard Russel, of 
Rochester; Mr. Percy Edward Sankey, of Margate; and 
Mr. Walter Stronts, of Sittingbourne, were duly elected as 
members of the society. 

The meeting then proceeded to discuss the several Bills 
in Parliament S fiecting solicitors, and after other business 
adjourned until four o’clock, when the members dined to- 
ae Be at the Pavilion, Mr. Carnell, the president, being in 
the ¢ 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS, 


Mr. Witiram N. A. Dantet, rms, -ealtedtor, of No. 5, Plowden- 
buildings, Temple, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
admini » Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 


Mr. Henry Meeson Morris, solicitor, of Shrewsbury, has 
been appointed Clerk to the Magistrates for the Condover 
Division of Shropshire, in successivn to Mr. William Salt, 
deceased. Mr. Morris was admitted a solicitor in 1873, He 
is also clerk to the Condover Highway Board, and to the 
Commissioners of Taxes for the OCondover and Chirbury 
Divisions, 

Mr. Joun Epwarps Price, solicitor, Newent, Gloucester- 
shire, has been appointed a Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
County of Gloucester. 

Mr. Francis Roxsureu, Q.C., has been appointed Judge 
of County Courts for Circuit No. 33, in succession to Mr. 
Samuel Boteler Bristowe, Q.C., who has been transferred to 
Circuit No. 18. Mr. Roxburgh was called to the bar at the 
Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 1845. He became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1866, and has practised for several 
years in the Rolls Court. He is recorder of the borough of 
Aldborough, a magistrate for the county of Suffolk, and a 
bencher of the Middle Temple. 

Mr. Joun Tupor, solicitor (of the firm of Cobb & Tudor), 
of Brecon, has been elected Clerk to the Brecon School 
Board. Mr. Tudor was admitted a solicitor in 1873, 

Mr, T, G, Vickery, solicitor, of Church-court Chambers, 
Old Jewry, London, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature, 

Mr. Joun WuirtuaM, solicitor, of Ripon, has been elected 
Clerk to the Magistrates for that city, in succession to Mr. 
Richard Ward Nicholson, deceased, Mr. Whitham was 
admitted a solicitor in 1875. He is in partnership with Mr. 
John Frederick Augustus Coppin, who is chapter clerk of 
Ripon Cathedral, and registrar of the Ripon County Court. 


————_ 
COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 


dont Srock Oompanrna. 
Liwrrap ty Oranonny, 
Cannan Co-opmrativa Surrry Amaciasiee, Lrarrxp,—The Maa- 
pA of the Rolls wn order di 


barton Bunart, Os Cannon at, to Me be cibial iiidator 





Cuiviesr Corton Suzp Company, Limitep.—The Master of the ‘ 
ioe fixed June 28 at 11 for the appointment of an official 
‘tor 


East Loypoy Gatvanizep [row Company, Limrrsp.—The Master of 
Rolls has appointed June 22 at 11 for the appointmentiof an 

official liquidator 

Rre Vaz Distiu.eerms Compary, ——- .—Petition for winding 
up, ig June 15, directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on 
July 1. Ellen, Chancery lane, solicitor for the 

Surroy Park Caystar PALack Company, Li«arrsp.—Petition for 
winding up, presented June 14, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on June 25. Robinson and Co, Lineol’s inn fields, for- 
Fitter, Birmingham, solicitor for the petitioners 

TRAMWAYS iuane InvestmMeNT ComPanx, Liuirgp.—vV,C. Bacon 
has, by an order dated Jan 29, appointed Harold Marlboro’ Carter, 
Clarence chambers, King William st, to be official . 
Creditors are required, on or before July 7, to send names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to 
the above. July 18 at 12 is appointed,for hearing and adjudicating 


upon the debts and 
[ Gazette, June 17.] 


Inpran Mamweta Gorp Mines, Lowitep.—The M.R, has fixed 
June 29 at 12 for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Scortish Pstrotevum Compaay, Limirep.—V.C. Hall has fixed 
June 29 at 12 at his chambers. in the Royal Courts of Justice, 
Strand, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

Wuitcuurch aNp ELtesmerk BANKING Company, Liurrep.— 
Petiton for winding up peveented June 17, directed to be heard 
before V.C. Hall, on July 8. Cunliffe and Co, Chancery lane, 
agents for Churton, Chester, solicitor for the — 

LGazette, June 21.] 


Frrienpiy Socterres Dissoivep. 
Society or Trapusmen, Market Tavern, Abercarn, Monmouth, 


June 14 
[ Gazette, June 17.) 








LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 16.—BILL 1N COMMITTEE. 
Married Women’s Property (passed through Committee) 
BILL READ A THIRD TI 
Fagitive Offenders. 
BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Gas Provisional Orders, Land Tax Commissioners’ Names, 
Local Government Provisional Orders (Birmingham, Tame, 
and Rea, &c.), Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Cottingham, &c.), Local Government Provisional Ordere- 

(Askerne, &oc.),, Local Government Provisional Orders 


{Horfie! d, &c.) 
BILLS IN COMMITTEE. 

Local Government (Gas) Provisional Order, Enclosure. 
Provisional Order (Thurstaston Common). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Sectioral or Block Buildings Manage- 
ment, 

Land Drainage Provisional Orders. 

JUNE 20.—BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Land Tax Commissioners’ Names, 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Prarvats Bitts,—Charnwood Forest Railway (Deviation, 
&c,), Lancashire County Justices. 

Local Government " Gas) Provisional Order, Local 
Government Provisional Order (Birmingham). 

JUNE 21.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 

Parvatr Brtt.—Croker Hatate. 

Post Office Land Consolidated Favd (No. 3). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Brirs.—-Watford and Rickmansworth Railway 
Swansea Corporation Loans, Kingaton-apon-Hall Span 
tion (Loans, &c,) 

Land Tax Commissioners’ Names. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 16.—BILL WITHDRAWN. 
Blind and Deaf-Mate Children. 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Uopyhold Eovfranchisement (Stamp. Daty) (passed 
through Committee). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Local Government Provisional Orders poberen, &o.) 
JUNE 17.—BILL IN COMMI 
Summary Jurisdiotion (Process). 
BILL READ A THIRD TIME, 
Private Bu.ts.—Colne and Mareden Looal Board, 
JUNE 20,~BILLS READ A SBCOND TIME, 
Privats Biis.—Ner Valley Drainage, Stockton 
Warehouse Owners’ Company. 
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BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
Patvate Brru.—Standard Bank of British South Africa 


‘ (Limited). 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to amend the Law respecting the Regulation of Her 
Majesty’s Forces, and to amend the Army Discipline and 
‘Regulation Act, 1879 (Mr. Childers). 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Parvate Bitits.—Witham Drainage, Local Government 
“Provisional Orders (Acton, &e.), Pier and Harbour Orders 
Confirmation, 

Sommary Jarisdiction (Process). 

NE 23.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 

Parliamentary Registration. 

BILL IN COMMITTEE. 

Copyhold Enfranchisement. 

BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 

Bill to alter the Law relating to the Use of Gunpowder 
“in certain Stratified Ironstone Mines (Mr. Pease). 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


‘CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
Barwarp, Jonn Witty, Bg guy merry Norfolk, Farmer. June 
Barnard v Barnard, M.R. Taylor and Sons, Norwich 
.Drvce, Water Tuomas, Clifton hill, St John’s Wood, Gent. June 
17. Woodrooffe v Druce, M.R. Evans, Eastcheap 

Horrgrton, Gzorez, Plumstead, Builder. May 30. Hopperton v 
Martir .V.C. Hall. Arnold, Townhall chbrs, Southwark 

Kyow tes, Joun, Liverpool. Gent. June 9. Dodson v Turner, V.C. 
Hall. Peacock and Co, Liverpoo 

Prowerr, Rozert, Richmond, Gent. June 21. Colman v Jephson, 
V.C. Hall. Parton, Rood lane, Fenchurch st 

ag ott Francis, Filey, York, Farmer. June 17. Megginson 

ibinson, M.R. Graham, Scarborough 


upuiaen, Racer Bath, Licensed Victualler. June 23. West of 


and South Wales District Bank v Saunders, Fry, J. 

Bobbett, Bristol 

Waker, Witt, sen., Manchester, Wire Maker. June 17. 
Walker v Grime, Vv.C. Bacon, Waddington, Manchester 

‘Wurtz, James Danret, Darenth, Kent, Market Gardener. June 7. 
Hollands v White, M.R. Hayward, Dartford 

Winwiart, big St Andrew’s — Bristol. June 16, France 
v France, V.C. Bacon. Ralmon, tol 

(Gazette, May 20.] 


ey rye Gzoree, Coniston, Holderness. York, Farmer. June 


:.. m v. Chatterton, Fry, J. Park, Kingston-upon- 


Kirk, Joun, Louth, Lincoln, Gent. June 20. Kirk v Kirk, Fry, 
J. Wilson, Lou th 
Saatrocx, Jonn Betterr, Sampford, Arundel, Somerset, ‘Gent. 
— = Shattock v Shattock, V.C. Bacon. Bristow, John st, 
delp 
Taxon, Tomas, Southport, Gent. June 20. Taylor v Taylor, M.R. 
Storer, Manchester 
Waicur, WittiaM, Edith ter, Fulham, Butcher. June 15. Wright 
v Crowle, V.C. Hall. Noon and Clarke. Blomfield st 
[ Gazette, May 24.] 


-Granam, Ferecs James, am a ogee of France, Esq. June 23. 


Graham vy James, ' V.C. illiams and Co, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields 


[ Gazette, May 27.] 

ALLwoop, Savitz, Nottingham, Coal Merchant. June 23. Allwood 
v Belk, M.R. 

Bzamext, George, St Alban’s, Farmer. July 1. Midwinter y 
Beament, V.C, Hall. Stocken and Jupp, Lime st sq 

Cutrtos, Tuomas, Oldham, Draper. June 30, Hoare v Fitton, Fry, 
J. Clark, Oldham 

Gast, Witt, Mileham, Norfolk, Farmer. June 29. Buxton v 
Gant, M.R. Barton, East Dereham 

Hatt, Joux Stvugpy, Sibthorpe, Nottingham, Maltster. June 29. 
Hallv Snow, V.C. Hall. Tallents, Newark-upon-Trent 

Hxciwzortom, Jou, Withington, Lancaster, Gent. June 27. 
Heginbottom vw illans, M.R. March, Rochdale 

Hertcuissox, James, Horsforth, nr Leeds, Innkeeper. June 30, 
Bailey v Hudson, MR. Ridsdale, j jun, Gray’ 8 inn sq 

Kerzy, Epuvusp, Lanark villas, Maida Vale, Gert. June 30. Kerby 
v Neal, Fry,J. Neal, Old Jewry 

Mixivie, Witttam, Kidderminster, Gent, June 20. Minifie v 

ry, J. Gardner, Bewdley 
Staxpin6voKD, CHaRtorre Ay, Maldon, Essex. June 30. Snell v 
apy V.C. Hall, Evans, Maldon 

eae RAPALGAR, Brisley, Norfolk, Innkeeper. June 28, Ray 

v Stokely, M.R. Girling, Kast Dereham 
[ Gazette, May 31.] 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM, 
Agee, Joseru, Consett, Durham, Gent. July 26. Granger, 


gn, Jovi Moxxis, White Lion st, wir, Ai >. , Solicitor, 
July 1, and Sons, St Peter’s alley, Corn 
Bana, Ganem, man’s rd, "Btepney. July 18, ne iil Com- 





Bem Oe, tan WiLLiaM ren, Liverpool, Solicitor. July 30, fe ac 
an verpoo 
Bosy, whose Sey mae te Hall, Suffolk, Gent. July 1. Hayward 
an 
——, Rrcwarp Cm Waxias, Birmingham, Iron Merchant. 
ly 26, 
CaRgRiIneton, Hurry, Great Cornard, Suffolk, Yeoman, Aug 1. 
wes and Co, Sudbury 
a THOMAS Burripas, Shaftesbury, Dorset. Gent. July 30, 
Burri ury 
“oy Eewarp, Standish with Langtree, Lancaster, Painter. 
June 26. Scott and Ellis, Wigan 
Cotson, WILLIAM, ecthatagios, 1 Pork Butcher. June 25. Becke 
and Green, Northampton 
CrossLanbD, JoszpH TayLor, Masborough, York, Innkeeper. July 
15. Pashley, Rotherham 
— Hannau, Buxton, Derby. June 30. Mair and Co, Maccles- 
e 
Epwarps, Winr1am, Dudbrook, Gloucester, Stone Mason. July 1. 
Smith, Winchcomb 
Fenton, Wiu1am, Cleckheaton, York, Butcher. June 30. Yew- 
dall and Son, Bradford 
Fisx, Tuomas Sxeunorn, Clifton. Lancaster, Farmer, July 1. 
Chapman and Co, Manchester 
Freevine, CHarLxs Rivers, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, Esq. July 1.. 
Guscotte and Co, Essex st, Strand 
Gaaes, Toomas Epwarp, Howden, York, a Retired Captain. July 
1. Bescoby, Retford 
GarpngR, Ametia Lyp1a Sornia, Lee, Kent. July 9, Flint, St 
Helen’s pl, Bishopsgate 
Haut, LAWRENCE, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Aug 20. 
Ashworth and Inman, Manchester 
Hewetson, Tuomas, Tottenham courtrd, Esq. July 31. Shepheard 
and Sons, Finsbury circus 
Hits, bboy = mee Charlton, Northumberland, Farmer, July 1. 
Nicholson, M — 
Hoee, Epwarp, Low Teams, Durham, Farmer. July 1, Stanford, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
JERVOISB, FRANCIS - ee Ex.is, Herriard Park, Hants, Esq. 
Augil. Whatman, Salisbury 
Jounson, RicH#arp, Kemnal in, Chislehurst, Kent, Wire Manu- 
facturer, Aug6. Sale and Co, Manchester 
Jonxs, Saran Anne, Prince of Wales rd, Kentish Town. July 16, 
Prior and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Kitiicx, Wii.1am, Bishop’s Waltham, Gent. Aug 16, Hewitt, 
Bishop’s Waltham 
Law, Purvis, Barnstaple, Devon. July 16. Law and Brewer, 
Barnstaple 
Lowe, Exiza Francs, Hove, Sussex. July3. Lowe, Temple gdns, 
Inner Temple 
oxyp, Atrrep Krrxman, Sheerness, Kent, Captain in the Royal 
Artillery. July 15. Brundrett and Co, King’s Bench walk, 
emple 
MacxxrretH, Rev Mires, Patrington in Holderness, York, Clerk. 
June 30. Watson and Son, Hul 
Meyer, Vicror WatpEmar, Leighton grove, Kentish Town, Gent. 
July 20. Ware and Hawes, Great Winchester st 
Newuam, Gzoree, Kingston upon Hull, Corn Meter. Septl. Goy 
and Cross, Barton upon Humber 
Oupuam, Riton, West Hartlepool, Durham, Esq, J.P., F.R.C.S8 
July 4. Brunton, West Hartlepool 
Purprs, ANNA Manu, Chichester. July 2. Raper and Freeland, 
Chichester 
Puiant, Ronpert Henry, Worksop, Nottingham, Draper. Aug 1. 
Coulson, Workso: 
Reap, WivtramM Heyry, Cambridge gdns West, Notting Hill, Esq. 
Aug 10. Taylor and Co, Furnival’s inn 
Suerton, Exviza, Halsey st, Chelsea. July 1. Child, William st, 
Albert Gate 


Smart, Joun, Kingston upon Hull, Gent. July 1. Martinson, Hul 

Stranvey, Naomt, Sedgley, Stafford. June 6. Tinsley, Sedgley 

Straton, Epwarp, Captain in Her Majesty’s 22nd Regiment. July 
1, Balfour Straton, Parkside, Beckenham 

Trzrwey, Jamus, Birmingham, Tobacconist. July 26. Mason, Bir- 
mingham 

Vanvy, Cuarves, St Croan’s rd, Westbourne Park, Printer. June 
30. Pownall and Co, Staple in 

Wavxer, Saray, Huddersfield. July 1. Ainley and Hall, Hudders- 
field 

Waker, THomas, Keppel st, Russell sq, Esq. Aug 1, Asprey, 
Furnival’s inn 

West, Aywe, Bath July 1. Hubbard and Co, Bucklersbury 

WwW HITWORTH, Frances AGyres, Brompton rd. July 1, Smith, 
Weston super Mare ; 

[ Gazette, June 3.} 

Apams, Aprvaipeg, Brighton. July 3. Burchell, Broad Sanctuary, 
Westminster 

Apams, Groner, Dover, Gent. July 15. Carder, Dover 

Baryes, Ricnarp Bootu, Pits-o’-th’-Moor, Bury, Lancaster, Inn- 
keeper. July 2. Grundy, Bury 

Biae, Witi1aM, Swallowfield, Northurst, nr Horsham, Sussex, Esy. 
July 1, Parker and Co, St Paul’s churchyard 

Brown, Aaron Atynen, Hartfield Allerton, Lancaster, Merchant. 
Aug 2, Radcliffe and ‘Smith, Liverpool 

Croun, ALEXANDER, Grange rd, Upper Norwood, Esq, July 16. 
Clift, Cheapside 

Eton, Epwakp, Bury, Lancaster. July 2. Grundy, Bury 

T sLoenem, Benaen Witeranam, Bath,M.D. Jul 'y 12. Inman and 
nman, 

Finpiay, Joszrn Garpiner, Newgate st, Esq. Jaly 15, Rivington 
and Son, Fenchurch bldgs 


Fuencn, Wrewtam, Newport, I.W., Gent. July 16, Pittis, Ne 


Ganpygn, THOMAS WILLIAM, Osnaburgh st, Regent's pk, ond 
Augl. Comins, Gt Portland 

Goovsg, Wiuu1aM, Norden ct, eden: Esq. July 18, Wragg and 
Edwards, Gt St Helen’s 

Govvtsn, Tamas, heyy tn Thames, Gent. July 16, Walter nd 
Durham, Kingston-on-Thames 
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InGram, Rromarp, Heath Town. nr Wolverhampton, Farmer. Aug 
10. Gough and Colebourn, Wolverhampton 
Kay, Cuantorre Ann, Elton Bury, Lancaster. July 2. Grundy, 


Bury 
Kwow.rs, Jonn, Doncaster, Farmer. Sept 5. Parkin and Co, 
Doncaster 
Lawson, Joun, Plumstead, Military Pensioner, July 1, Whale, 
Victoria, st 


a 

a eae, Holland st, Kensington. Aug 10. Duncan, 
iv 

Mason, Soruia, Hart st, Bloomsbury. July 16. Ford and Co, 
Blooms 8q 

Parxer, Cornegtivs, Louth, Lincoln, Esq. July 23. Faithfull and 
Owen, Westminster chmbrs, Victoria st 

PsaeiaM, Jounn Henry, Villiers rd, Willesden, Upholsterer. July 
16. Saxton and Morgan, Portman 

Poutton, Samvuzt Jouyx, Aldgate High st, Butcher, Aug 8. 
Gardner, Leadenhall st 


, 

PoxnpER, Wituiam Henry, Hartham pk, Wilts. June 30. Phillips 
and Son, Chippe~ham 

RaNDELL, Cuarixs, Farnborough, Hants, Esq. July 1. Parkers, 
Bedford row 

Sxonz, Tuomas, St Thomas, Pembroke, Esq. July 30. Davies and 
Co, Haverfordwest 

StorHarp, Emma Mary, Bognor, Suseex. July 30. Rhodes and 
Son, Chancery lane 

eo cone Stourport, Worcester, Dyer. July 9. Watson, 


TrskkY, Ann, Ann’s pl, Deptford. Augl. Bristow, Adelphi 

Tuwatrzs, Toouas, Bury, Lancaster, Gent. July 2. Grundy, Bury 

Watxer, Any, Chollerford, Northumberland. Aug 1, Mason, 
Gt a Westminster 

Wang, Rev. Troms Ranvatt, Gt Easton, Essex. July 18. Hill 
and Co, Old Broad st 

WaterHousz, Rev. Oswaup, Altrincham, Chester. July 20, 
Nicholls and Co, Altrincham 

Watson, Apranam, Bucks, Gent. July 16. Goldring and Mitchell, 
Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

WENSLEYDALE, the Hight Hon. Cxorera ARABELLA FRancrs, 
Baroness, Ampthill pk, Bedford. July 1. Bowlings and Co, 
Essex st, Strand 

Wituams, Epwarp Maunsttt, Fairford, Gioucester, Esq. July 30, 
Young and Co, Mildred’s ct, Poultry 

“_. tags Mary, Reigate, Surrey. July 16. Hand and Oo, 


Wootnovse, Joux, Southorpe, Northampton, Farmer, Aug 12. 
English, Broad st, Stamford 
[ Gazette, June 7.) 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF ‘_JUDICATURE, 
Rota or REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Court oF BO 
Date. yong Merge a9 stn ¥. C. Bacow. 
Monday, June 27Mr. Leach Mr. Merivale Mr. Clowes 
Tuesday ...... 28 Latham ing Koe 
Wednesday.... 29 Leach Merivale Clowes 
Thursday .... 30 Latham King Koe 
Friday, July 1 Leach Merivale Clowes 
Saturday...... 2 Latham King Koe 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
V. 0. Hint, Fry. Kay. 
Monday, June 27Nr.Ward Mr, Cobby Mr. Farrer 
Tuesday ...0+. Pemberton Jackson Teesdale 
Wednesday.... 29 Ward Cobby Farrer 
Thursday .... 30 Pemberton Jackuon Teesdale 
Friday, July 1 Ward Cobby Farrer 
Saturday...... 2 Pemberton Jackson Teesdale 


SUMMER CIRCUITS. 


Norrunrn Crrevuit.—(Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Lopes, J.) 
—Carlisle, Wednesday, July 6; Appleby, Friday, July 8 ; 
Lancaster, Saturday, July 9; Manchester, Wednesday, 
July 18; Liverpool, Tuesday, July 26. 

Souru-Eastern Criacuit.—(Bramwell, L.J., and Den- 
man, J.)—Lewex, Tuesday, July 5; Maidstone, Monday, 
July 11; Hertford, Monday, July 18; Chelmsford, Wed- 
nesday, July 20; Huntingdon, Tuesday, July 26; Oam- 
bridge, Thursday, July 28; Bury St. Edmunds, Monday, 
August 1; Norwich, ‘Thursday, August 4, 

Western Circuit.—(Lusb, LJ., and Manisty, J.)— 
Salisbury, Wednesday, July 6; Winchester, Saturday, 
July 9 ; Dorchester, Siturday, July 16; Exeter, Wednes- 
day, July 20; Bodmin, Wednesday, July 27; Wells, 
Saturday, July 30; Bristol, Thursday, August 4. 

North Wares Cruouir.— (Baggallay, L,J.)—Newtown, 
Monday, July 4; Dolgel!y, Thursday, July 7; Carnarvon, 
Monday, July 11; Beaumaris, Friday, July 15; Ruthin, 
Monday, July 18; Mold, Thursday, July 21; Chester, 
Saturday, July 23; Swansea, Saturday, July 30. 


Sourm Wates Circurt.—(Pollock, B.)—Haverford west, 
Thursday, July 7; Cardigan, Monday, July 11; Car- 
marthen, Wednesday, July 13; Brecon, Monday, July 
18; Presteign, Thursday, July 21; Chester, Saturday, July 
23; Swansea, Saturday, Jaly 30. 

Norrs-Eastern Circuirt.—(Hawkins, J., and Kay, J.) 
—Newcastle, Thursday, July 7; Durham, Wednesday, 
July 18; York, Tuesday, July 19; Leeds, Monday, July 25, 

Mipianp Circuit,—(Stephen, J., and Williams, J.}— 
Aylesbury, Monday, July 4; Bedford, Thursday, Jal 7; 
Northamp'on, Monday, July 11; Leicester, Friday, Joly 
15; Oakham, Tuesday, July 19; Lincoln, Wednesday, 
July 20; Nottingham, Tuesday, July 26; Derby, Satur- 
day, July 30; Warwick, Thursday, August 4. 

Oxrorp Circurr.—(Mathew, J., and Cave, J.)—Read- 
ing, Thursday, June 30; Oxford, Saturday, July 2; Wer- 
cester, Wednesday, July 6; Stafford, Monday, July 11; 
Shrewsbury, Thursday, July 21; Hereford, Monday, July 
25; Monmouth, Thursday, July 28; Gloucester, Monday, 
August 1. 

Field, Grove, Liodley, and Bowen, JJ., and Huddles- 
ton, B., will remain in town, and the last-named, with ano- 
ther judge, will attend the Surrey Assizes, which will be 
held at Crcydon, but the commission day for which has not 
yet deen fixed. 








The prospectus has been issued of the Law Stationery, 
Lithographic and General Printing Compan (Limited) > 
capital £25,000, in 25,000 shares of £1 each. The company 
is started to undertake printing, copying, engro:siog, &c. The 
founder, whose services have been secured as manager, trans- 
fers to the company the premises in Chancery-lane, now oc- 
cupied by him, in consideration of receiving £500 in cash 
and 1,000 fully paid-up shares. No other promotion money 
has or will be paid. 

A prospectus has been privately circulated of the Royal 
Courts of Justice Chambers Company (Limited), having for 
its object the erection of a large building in the Strand, im- 
mediately opposite the main entrance to the New Law Courts, 
for the accommodation, by means of suites of offices, of mem- 
bers of the legal profession. It is intended to provide a 
large room on the first floor for a subscription room and law 
library, for the use of the profession only, and there will be 
a number of rooms set apart for conferences, &c, The build- 
ing will also have electric communication with the Law 
Courts, by means of which the progress of the different 
suits will be ascertainable at all times of the day. The 
ground floor and basement are to be devoted to the purposes 
of a restaurant and lancheon bar, capable of accommodating 
about 350 persons at one time. 

In the Queen’s Bench Division on the 17th inst., says the 
Times, a question of some interest and of some importance to 
the bar was raised. Under the new practice cases to be 
moved or brought on upon motions are put into a list and 
brought on in their order. The indirect effect of this has 
been found to be that cases moved by juniors may come on 
before cases moved by seniors, and that thus Queen’s Counsel 
are deprived of their precedence over other members of the 
bar and seniors lose their precedence over juniors, This con- 
sequence may not have been contemplated when the new 
practice was resorted to, and certainly was not discussed, 
though it has been more than once mentioned. To-day, Mr. 
Aspinall, Q.C., and Mr, Wills, Q.C., who were counsel in 
one of the cases in the list, claimed to bring it on before the 
others by right of seniority and rank ; but the Court said 
the rule was that cases ia the list should come on in their 
order. Mr. Aspinall said the effect of that was to deprive 
Queen’s Counsel of their precedence, which ought not, he 
submitted, to be done without discussion. Mr. Wills made 
similar observations. Mr. Baron Pollock said, no doubt it 
was a serious matter and fit to be discnssed, and he would 
mention it to Lord Coleridge (who had left the court), that 
it might be brought forward for discussion when he was 
present. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

June 27.—Messrs. Rogers, Cuarpman, & Tomas, at the 
Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see ad- 
vertisement, June 18, p. 5). 

June 28.—Messrs. DepenHAM, TRwsoNn, Farmer, & pees 











WATER, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leaseho 
a a Properties (eee advertisements, June 11, pp. tL 
and 12), 
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June 28.—Messrs, Driven &.Co., at the Mart, at 2 pm., 
Freehold Estate’ (see advertisement, June 11, p. 18). 

June 28.—Mesers, FAREpROTHER, Extis, CLarx, & Co., at 

’ the Mart, at2 p.m., Property (see advertisement, 
June 11, p. 14). 

June 28.—Mersre. E. & H. LuMiEy, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Freehold Property (see advertisement, Juse 18, p. 5). 

June 29.— Messrs, FARESROTHER, ELLIs, CLARK, & Co., at 

* the Mart, at '2p.m., Freehold Estates and Leasehold Prop- 
erty (see advertisement, this week, p. 6). 

June 29.—Meesrs. Prion & Newson, at the Mart, at 1 for 2 
p.m., Freehold Estatis (see advertisement, May 28, p. 4). 

June 29.—Mesers. Rogers, CuarmMan, & Tuomas, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property (see advertisement, June 
18, p.. 5). i 

June 30.—Mesere, BeapEt & Co., at the Mart, Freehold Estate 
(see advertisement, June 11, p. 7). 

June 30.—Messrs, FAkEBROTHER, ELLIs, CLARK, & Co,, at 
‘Thornton Heath, at 6 p.m., Freehold Building Land (see 
edvertisoment, June 11, p. 16). 

July 1.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
Mart, Preekold Estate and Property (see advertisemeat, June 
1], p. 18). 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BiLAKER.—Jure 12, at Milverton, Warwickshire, the wife of 
Charles Isaaca:n Blaker, of Leamington, solicitor, of a eon. 
Greceonj—June 1, at The Sbrubbery, Oxford, the wife of 

Frederic Gregson, of Rochford, x, solicitor, of a 
deughter. 
PrEaRson.—June 20, at 18, India-street, Edinburgh, the wife 
of C. J. Pearson, M.A., Oxon., advocate, of a son. 
RicHarpson.— June 12, at 7, Inverzess-gardens, Kensington, 
the wife of C. Garner Richardson, jun., barrister-at-law, ofa 
sop, stillborn. 

SomEREN.—June 21, at Mi'l-hill, Hendon, tho wife of Godlier 
G. B. van Someren. of Rangoon, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Wane.—June 13, at 93, Cambridge-gardens, Notting-hill, the 
wite of Claude Fitzroy Wade, barristcr-at-law, of » daughter. 

MARRIAG 


E. 
JonEs— WILLIAms.—June 21, a: toe parish church, Whitford, 
Flintshire, Jonn Robert Jones, s: licitor, Bala, to Anne Jane, 
secord daughter of Robert Willms, Tyddyn Ucha. 


EA 4 
Cockxerorr.+June 6, at Brocklehirst, Damfries-shire, Lonsdale 
Maving Ceckcroft, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, solicitor, and 
Coroner for Scuth Northumberland, syed 54. 
Fostzr.—May 31, at Oakage, Greevhil-read, Allerton, near 
Liverpool, Williem Foster, solicitor, aged 83, 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankropts. 
Fauipay, June 17, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Grove, John, Queen st, Cheapside, Solicitor, Pet June 18, 
Hazlitt, June 28 at il 
: To Surrender in the Country. 
Morris, Charlies, Faldingworth, Lincoln, Farmer. 





Pet June 13. 


s Uppieby. a June ~ at 12 
Norton, George Edmund, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Shopkeeper. Pet 
June 13, Wilson. Salisbury, July i at 3 ones 


Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, 
et June 14, Lovibond. Bridgewater, June 30 at 11 
Frrpay, June 21, 1881, 
Under the bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Sucrendes in London, at 
Posndeky ad Bishopsgate st, Merchant. Pet June 14. Murray. 
duly 1 at 
Kiloh, Ralph, Lincoln st, Bow, Draper. Pet June 18, Hazlitt. 
July 6 at 12.30 
King, Jobn Bartholomew, Cope st, Islington, Watchmaker. Pet 
uae Pepys. = ty Ache 1 — 
Neilson, Thomas Marsh, Come: rd, West Kensington, Architect, 
Pet June 16, Hazlitt. Jul reat it" — 


Sellier, Charles, ms gg ~ s Pisheperste st, Wine Merchant, 


Pet June 17, Pepys. Jul 
Wagner, Henry abert, dames st, Pimlico, Builder, Pet June 17. 
Pepys. July 6 at 12 
Senet. Se Teen Dritoh Pas herd og 7 
ascall, rnitare urer, 
18. Harley. Bristol, July { at 2.90 ee eae 
Uleator, John, Barrow-in-¥arness, Contractor. Pet June 18, Post- 
Jethwaite, in-Furness, July 4 at 3 


Solway, John, and James Solway, 
Builders, P ye 





Cliffe, Adam, St. Helens, Lancaster, Chemical Labourer. 


« Jones, Thomas, Bristol, Brewer. 





Cox. William Henry, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Butcher. Pet Jung 
Tennant. J 


, James Henry, Sheffield, Tailor. Pet June 16, Wake. Shet. 
July 6 at1 
Hobbs, James, 
July 2 at 12. 
Jones, Thomas, Cardiff, Builder. Pet June 17, Langley. Cardiff, 
July 1 at 12.30. 


Dawlish, Butcher. Pet Juno 17. Daw. Exeter, 


Mather, Margaret Graham, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Pet June 16. Hul. 
ton. Carlisle, July 4 at 11. 

Parry, Leonard, Denbigh, Licensed Innkeeper. Pet June 15, 
Vaughan- Williams. rexham, July 4 at 11.30. 

Smith, Thomas, Glossop, Derby, out of business. Pet June 16, 
Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, July 14 at 11. 


1 
Wood, Henry, Eastbourne, Sussex. Pet June 17, Blaker, East- 


pourne, July 1 at 12. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TvuEsDAyY, June 17, 1881. 
Thomas, William, Liverpool, Joiner, June 11. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 


FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 17, 1881. 
Amies, Joseph, Carshalton, Surrey, Paper Mill Foreman. June 30: 
at 3 at 34, Borough High-st, Southwark. Arnold 
Atkins, Charles, Skilgate, Somerset, Boot Maker, June 24 at 11 at 
12, Paul-st, Taunton. Reed and 
Bailey, James, Exeter, Wine Merchant. June 29 at 1 at Craven 
Hotel, ven-st, Strand. Paul, Ilminster 
Barnes, John, baat Cumberland, Block Maker. 


June 39 at 3 
at Coffee Tavern, 


rish-st, Maryport. Tyson and Hobson, Mary- 


r 
Beardsall, Francis Knowles, Barnsley, York, Colliery Stores Agent, 
July 1 at 2 at offices of Parker and Hickmott, 1, Regent-st, Barnsley 
Bikker, Charles Hay Traise, Wolverhampton, Wine Merchant. June 
_— 12 at Midland Hotel, New-st, Birmingham, Gatis, Wolver- 
ampton 
Brown, Joseph John, Islip, Oxford, Draper. June 30 at 12 at Town 
. Olerk’s office, Townhall, Oxford. Bickerton 
Buckley, John, Glasshouse-st, Vauxhall, Saw Mill Proprietor. July 
12 at 3 at Inns of Ccurt Hotel, High Ho.born, Lewis and Lewis, 
Ely-st, Holborn 
Carr, Francis Bennoch, Wood-st, Cheapside, Silk Agent. July 4 at 
2 at offices of Phelps and Co, 18, Gresham-st 
Chapman, John, Selsdon-rd, Croydon, Laundryman, July 11 at 3 
at 92, North End, Croydon. Young 
Clarkson, William, Gloucester-rd, Holloway, Builder. June 30 at 2 
at offices of Dalton and Jessett, Clement’s-lane, Lombard-st 
July 5 at 
3 at 8, Hardshaw-st, St. Helens. Riley 
Colbeck, John, Liversedge, York, Currier. 
of Clough, Railway-st, Cleckheaton 
Cultas, John William, Kingston-upon-Hull, Provision Merchant. 
July 1 at 3 at offices of Summers, 2, Manor-st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
Davies, Thomas, Dudley, Worcester, Grocer. June 29 at 11 at offices 
of Coldicott and Co, 259, Castle-st, Dudley 
oe, David, Oxford, Nurseryman. July 12 at 12 at Ship Hotel, - 
igh-st, Oxford. Whitfield ; 
Deaville, Jabez, Stockport, Chester, Candle Wick Manufacturer. 
July 5 at 3 at King-street, Manchester. Lowndes 
Dixon, George, Leeds, Grocer. June 30 at 3 at offices of Lodge and 
Rhodes, 3, Park-row, Leeds 
English, William Weolgar, Shoreham, Sussex, Innkeeper. June 30 
at 2 at offices of Emmott, 11, Germyn-st 
Evans, David, Yystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. June 30 ai 12 
-~ fey of Parsons, 16, High-st, Bristol. Plummer and Parry, 
r 
Fennell, Richard Thomas, Alma Villa, Barking-rd, Commercial 
Clerk. July 7 at 3 at offices of Lawrance & Co, 14, Old Jewry, 


Chambers 

Flather, Abraham, Bradford, York, out of business, June 21 at 3 
at Odd Fellows’ Hall, Thornton-rd, Bradford 

Flint, Leonard Robinson, York, Builders’ Merchant. 
at Imperial Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Peters, York 

Fox, John, Leicester, Grocer. June 29 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Temple-row, Birmingham 

Gardiner, Henry, Gt George-st, East-rd, Wood Turner. 
10 at offices of Chapman, London-wall 

Gresham, Frederick, Shefford, Bedford, Tanner. 
offices of Lawrance and Co, Old Jewry-chambers 

Hammond, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Tailor. July 1 at 2 at 
offices of Weston and Postlethwait, Park-row, Leeds 

Hancocks, Oliver, Birmingham, Butcher. June 27 at 8 at offices of 
Parry, Colmore-row, Birmingham 

Hockin, Joe, Stamford, Lincol., Brewer, July 2 at 12 at offices of 
Barker, Sherrard-st, Meivon Mowbray 

Hunt. Jokn, Hove, Sussex, Coal Hawker. July 4 at 2 at offices of 
Buckwell, Ship-st, Brighton 

Jackson, Joseph Bulmer, Guiseley, York, Painter. July 4 at 3 at 
offices of com, Park-row, Leeds 

Johnson, John, Amecotts, Lincoln, Threshing Machine Owner. 
June 29 at 12.30 at offices of Sowter, Brigg. 

Johnson, Thomas, Banbury, Oxford, Grocer, July 1 at 11 at offices 
of Tayton, Bridge-st, Banbu 
Jones, John, Aberystwith, Cardi 
chants’ Association, Broad-st, 

nally named 


June 29 at 11 at offices 


June 29 at 12 


June 29 at 
June 29 at 3 at 


n, Ten Dealer, June 21 at Mer- 
ristol, in lieu of the place origi- 


July 1 at 12 at offices of Broad, 
Small-strect, Bristol 


Judge, William Henry, Gt Tower-st, Toa Booker. 
elew of Y. oa f . 


June 28 at 3 at 
oung and Sons, Mark-lane 


Julip, Thomas, m, Durham, Grocer. July 1 at U1 at of 
Kosniyside Co, St John’s-chmbrs, Graingor-st West, New- 
castle-upon: ; 


Ka nr Middleton, Lancaster, Small W: . 
) hg arg ; ong, , Lan r, Sma Ware Dealer 
Manchester 


Hotel, Markot-pl, Manchester, Sims 











ne 15, 
ne 16, 
East. 


} at 


2 





Miller, William, Moresb 
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ershaw, enjoin, ; Manufacturer, June 29 at 2.30 at offices 
vt “ot ‘Bristol, Bak June 30 at 12 at 
er. 
= Benson , Bank chmbrs, Corn st 


Carpenter, 
Lipman, Charles, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. June 30 at 3 at 
Mason’s-hall Tavern, Mason’s-avenue, Basinghall st. Brett, 


Loughlin, Michael, Lambeth walk, Lambeth, Coal Dealer. June 28 
at 5 at Offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

Mace, Charles, Pulham St ber ere Norfolk, Grocer. 
Jaly 9 at 12 at offices of Emerson, Rampant Horse st. Norwich 

“Mathews, George, Hinder’s-lane, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. 
June 23 at 2 at New Inn Hotel, Gloucester. Golding, Cinderford 

McKay, Cecilia Kell Tw Stafford, Milliner. June 28 at 11.30. 
at Vine Hotel, 8 ‘ord 

Middleton, Harry Robert, Swannington, Norfolk, Blacksmith. 
= 1 at 11.30 at offices of Chittock and Woods. Bank st, Nor- 


» Cumberland, Accountant. July 5 at 11 at 
offices of Lumb and owson, Queen Bt, Whitehaven 

Mills, Arthur Edmund, Birmingham, Upholsterer. June 30 at 3 at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Moore, William He’ , Hednesford, Stafford, Clothier. July 1 at 
2 at the Queen’s otel, Stephenson pl, Birmingham. Loxton, 


1 

Mor; George Jared, Walworth road, Newington, Grocer. 
July 1 at 12 at offices of Eve, Devereux chmbrs, Temple 

Morris, Francis, Bishops Lydeard, Somerset, Farmer, July 4 at 2.30 
at offices of Kite, East st, Taunton 

Nevett, Samuel, Ironbridge, Salop, Builder. June 30 at 12 at Shrop- 
shire a Society, Talbot chmbrs, Shrewsbury. Phillips and Co, 

a 

omer: Margaret Josephine, Aynhoe rd West, Kensington 

oo June 24 at 3 at offices of Bordman and Co, Victoria House, 
nity st, Southwark 

Pennington, William, Bideford, Devon, Brewer. June 29 at 12 at 
offices of Smale, Bath House, Bideford 

Picton, Jonathan, Saint Clears Station, Carmarthen, Boot 
Maker. June 27 at 12.30 at offices of White, King st, Carmar- 


then 

Pidsley, Robert Skinner, Plymouth, Wine Merchant. June 29 at 
ll at = of Cleverton aad Son, Princess place chmbrs, Ply- 
mout! 

Piercy, George, Little Ouseburn, Yorks, Corn Merchant. June 30 at 
11.30 at offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate, York 

Place, Thomas Burnip, Leeds, Butcher. June 29 at 2 at offices of 
Bog and Burre 1, Albion rd, Leeds 

Pritchard, George Beecroft, Morley, York, Cotton Doubler. 

June 30’ at 3 at offices of Scatcherd and Hopkins, Albion street, 


Leeds 

Roberts, Robert, Fourcrosses, Festiniog, Merioneth, Builder. 
June 29 at 2.30 at Albion Hotel, Chester, Ellis, Fourcrosses 

Rudd, William, Amherst rd, Hackney, Baker. June 28 at 3 at offices 
of Micklethwait, Red Lion sq, Holborn 

Sawyer, Richard’ John, Aston, near Birmingham, Newsagent 
—_ 25 at 12 at offices of O’Connor, Bennett’s hill, Birming” 

am 

Sear, Ebenezer, the Pavement, Rye Jane, Peckham, Grocer. July £ 
at 3 at offices of Seal, Serjeant’ s inn, Fleet st 

Senior, Joseph, Carlinghow, Batley. York, Woollier, June 30 at 4 
at offices of Wooller and Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley 

Simpson, John, Keighley, York, Cabinet Maker. June 30 at 2at 
offices of Spencer and Clarkson, North st, Keighley 

Smith, John, Woodside. Dudley, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. 
June 30 at 3 at offices of Addison, High st, Brierley hill 

Smith, Robert |George, Lee Kent, Trimming Manufacturer. 
June 24at 3 at offices of Bryant and Joseph, Finsbury pave- 
ment 

Smith, Thomas, and George Edwards Hammond, Central Market, 
Smithfield, Salesmen. June 30 at 3 at offices of Crammond, Fleet 


smith, "Walter, Godalming, Surrey, Wheelwright. June 25 at 11 at 
offices of Daintree and Co, Great Winchester st, buildings 

Stevens, Henry George, The: ule, Berks, Tailor. J uly 1 at3 at offices 
of Brain, Friar st, Reading 

Stokes, W iNiam, Birmingham, Barman. June 30 at 3.30 at offices 
of Fallow 8, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Storm, Edmund, West Butterwick, Saddle Maker. July 5 at 11 at 
offices of Plaskitt and Robbs, Silver st, Gainsborough 

Swabey, Edmund, Leeds, Commission Agent. June 29 at 11 at 
offces of Dale, Albion st, Leeds 

Tandy, Charlies, Walton Hill, Clent, , Worcester, Farmer, June 23 
at 3 at offices of Waldron, High st, ‘Brierley Hill 

Taylor, Samuel, and Ferguson Robb, Birmingkam, Wine and 

pirit Dealers. June 29.at 11 at Gt Western Hotel, Birmingham. 

Lowe and Son, Birmingham 

Turnbull, George Pike, Harbottle, Northumberland, Licensed Vic- 
tualler, June 29 at 3 at offices of Nicholson, Bridge st, Mor- 


peth 

Usher, John James, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Hosier. July 4 at2 
at offices of Atter, New Lowther st, Whitehaven 

Virgin, Henry James, and Thomas James Bennett, Oxford, 
Dentists, July 7 at 12 at offices of Bickerton, Town Clerk's 
office, Townhall, Oxford 

Wade, James Josiah, Barnack, Northampton, Saddler. June 30 at 
11 at offices of Cha} man, St Mary’ 8 st, Stamford 

Wagstaff, Charles erick, Bentley near Doncaster, Corn Mer- 
fe July 5 at 3 at 23, Borough ‘ixigh-st, Southwark. Fowler 

Jo 
beta Joseph, Leeds, Slater, June 30 at 3\at offices of Harrison, 
7, East-parade, Leeds 

Wakefield, Cuthbert Winton, Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Licensed 
Victualler, June 80 at ll at offices of Morris and Sons, Swan-hill, 
Shrewsbury 

Watkins, James, Yardley, Pieter Clerk, June 27 at 12 at offices 


of Jagger, 44, ae <3, B irmingham 
Wet horhead, Bat ie York Ch Chemiat, June 29 at 11 at offices of Rob- 
gon, 23, 7 bed rd, Middlesporough 








Wetheringham, Alfred, petiocnam, Taine pet Sane, J 4 ab 
iilieaa, Bawnad, tae ale-pavement, ottingham ii 
Williams, Edward, ubridge Kent, Baker. July 1 at Il at 
wees Sf Arnold, Gronrenon 2d, rad a Wells 
illiams, Hi Prescod, Castellam= vale, Merchant. Juhy 
11 at is at ofces of Van Sandan ‘and Cumming, 13, King-st, 
Williams, Martha, Worcester, Box Manufacturer. July 1 at 3-at 
offices ¢ of Allen and Beauc! RA Song 8 A, Fei 
per. July 1 at City Hotel, 
Manchester 


Yo Richard, Manchester, 
Tomy Millgete. 3 Manchester. Walley, 


TvEspAy, June 21, 1881. 


Alden, Edward Cox, Oxford, Stationer. July 12.at 12 at City Ter- 
minus Hotel, Cannon st. Mallam, Oxford 

Alder, William, Nailsworth, Gloucester, Bootmaker. July 4at 3 at 
offices of Witchell, Lansdown, Stroud 

Allan, John, Barnsley, York, Shopkeeper. July 7 at 3 at offices of 
Dibb and Co, = st, Barnsle 

Allen, Charles, eld, Gloucester, Farmer. July 5 at 11 at King’s 
Head Hotel, Cirencester. Malling s and Co, Cirencester 

Armstrong, Henry, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper. July 4at3 at 
offices of Macdonald, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 

Bardsley, John, Oldham, Lancaster, Plumber. July 1 at 11 at offices 
of Buckley and Mattinson, Church lane, Oldham 

Baseley, Charles James, Verran rd, Balham, out of business. July 
4at 3 at offices of Lane, Gresham st 

Bottomley, Isaac, Marsden, nr Huddersfield, Grocer. July 4 at 3 at 
Wholesale Traders’ Association, King st, Huddersfiel: ld, us 

Bowden, Joseph, Pendlebury, Lancaster, Draper, July 5at 
offices of Horner and Son, rence st, Manchester 

Brooks,’ Lemuel, Broadway, Wimbledon, Sadler. June 29 at 3 at 
offices of Caunon, King st, Cheapside 

Bullock, Thomas, Fenton, "Stafford, Contractor. June 30 at 11 at 
offices of Adderley and Marfleet. Normacott rd, Longton 

Clark, John, Birmingham, Grocer. July 1 at 3 at offices of Jaques, 
Temple row, Birmingham 

Clark, William Henry, Alveston, Gloucester, Smith. July 2 at 10.30 
at offices of Johnson and Co, Archhouse chbrs, John st, Bristol 

Clarke, John, Sheffield, Machine Knife Maker’s Manager. July 4at 
3 at Law Society’ 8 Rooms, Aldine ct, High st, Sheffield. Broom- 
head and Co, Sheffield 

Crane, W. illiam Henry, Streoneshalh villas, Lower Tooting, Stone 
Mason, July 7 at 2.at 11, ronmonger lane. Pullen, Basinghall 


ont George, New Park rd, —— Hill, Carmar. July 6 at 12at 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresh hard, College hill 

Dawson, George Wesley, East Dean, "Gloucester, Grocer. July 1 at 
3 at Ram Hotel, 8 st, G Long, Gloucester 

Davies, William Westmacott, Cardiff, Painter. Faly 1 at 12.30 at 
offices of Parsons, High st, Bristol. Merrils and Son, Cardiff 

Easthope, Eliza, Cheltenham. July 13 at 12 at Clark, Regent st, 
Cheltenham 

Elliott, William, and William Sunderland, Barnsley, Stonemasons 
July 1 at 11 at offices of Gray, Eastgate, Barnsley 

Ellison, Henry, Swindon, Auctioneer. June 30 at 3 at offices of 
Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 

Evans, Ellis, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Raeg eee July 13 at 2at Wynn- 
stay "Arms. Hotel, Ruabon. Davi ies, Dolgelly 

Farr, Mercy, Bedford, Milliner. July 4at3 at George Hetel, Bed- 
ford. Lowe and Son 

Fletcher, John, Ruthin, Denbigh, peeuengne July 2 at 12 at Queen’s 
Hotel, Chester. Edwards, Ruth 

Forsey, Samuel, Henlade, eeainen, Somerset, Butcher. July 2 at 
11 at offices of Kite, East st, Taunton 

French, Thomas, Lewisham, Kent, Builder. June 30 at 11 at offices 
of Hughes, Eastcheap 

Gay, John Charles, Richmond, Surrey, Grocer. July 6 at 12 at 
offices of Haynes, Grecian chambers, Devereux ct, Temple 

Goodall, Ned Ermenie, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Wine Merchant. 
July 6 at 12 at Old Bull Hotel, Blackburn. Hindle, Over Darwen 

Graham, Barker Pollard, Belper, Derby, Photographer. July 5 at3 
at offices of Hextall, Full st, Derby 

Green, Charles Edward, Gt Yarmouth, Painter. July 7 at 12at 
offices of blake, Hall Quay chambers, Gt Yarmouth 

Green, William Thomas, Liverpool, out of business. July7 at Sat 
offices of Taylor and Co, Cable st, Liverpool. Cleaverand Holden, 
Liverpool 

Hammond, Robert, Gateshead, Durham, Tailor. July 1 at offices of 
Pybus, Post office chambers, St Nicholas sq, Newcastle on 
in lieu of the place originally named 

Hickman, Joseph, Market Drayton, Salop, Painter. July 4at Il at 
offices of Pearson, Market Drayton 

Hill, Robert, Bradford, York, Glazier. July 4 at 3 at offices of 
Moore, Hustlergate, Bradford 

Hogg, Thomas, Bideford, Devon, Chemist. July 6 at 1 at Grand 
Hotel, Broad st, Bristol. Rooker and Bazeley, Bideford 

Holland, John WwW oodward, Belgrave, Leicester, Cabinet Maker. 
July 4 at 3 at Belvoir st, Leicester. Wright 

Holmes, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. July 11 at 2 at 
offices of Brewis, Elsdon, and Co, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne 

Holt, Howard William, and William Coxon, Nottingham, Joiners, 
July lat 3 at a of Bright, ‘Town Club chmbrs, Wheeler- 

, Nottingham 

Is nerwood, William, Westleigh, Lancaster, Clog Maker. July 5 at 
2.30 at Courts Hotel, Chureh st, Leigh, W hittingham, Leigh 

James, Henry, Asion, Warwick, out of business. July 4 at 3 at 
offices of Tyler, Ann st, Birmingham 

Jeavons, Robert, Winlaton, Durham, Licensed Victualler. July 4 
atl = offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, Newcastle-apon- 


A ohn, Lambeth-walk, Greengrocer, June 29 at 3 at offices. of 
Mic aectag bear Lion “4, 
dore, nr Swansea, Licensed Victualler, July 4at 
Evans and Davies, Wind st, Swansea 
Jordan, James, Kingston-upon- Hull, Stone Mason, ad lh atQat 
offices of Carlill, Parliament st, Kingston-upon- Hall 
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ouffret, Joseph Michel, Mayville st, Islington, Bonnet Shape Maker, 
July 1 at 3 at offices of Cooper, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Kenward, James Owen, Nottingham, Clothier. July 1 at 11 at 
offices of Truman, Poultry arcade, agg = =e ; 5 
Knight, ame, Liverpool, Plumber. July 4at 2 at Fildes, North 
Jobn st, Liverpoo 
Iast, Alfred, Bury St Edmunds, Music Seller. July 14 at 12 at 
the Guildhall, Bury St Edmunds. Salmon and Son, Bury St 
Edmunds 
Leach, Robert, West Bromwich, Stafford, Timber Merchant. July 
4 at 11 at offices of Hughes, High st,, West Bromwich 
Lefebver, Frederick John, Billingsgate Market, Fish Salesman. 
June 29 at 12 at Unicorn Tavern, Vivian rd, Old Ford, Hicks, 
Grove rd, Victoria Park 
Leigh, Henry, North Hayes, Pitton, Exbridge, Devon, out of 
business. July 9 at 11 at offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. 
Lawless, Exeter 
Lifely, James, Stapleford, Nottingham, Travelling Auctioneer. July 
2 at 11 at offices of Stevenson, Weekday Cross, Nottingham 
Limbrey, Frederick William, Dunstable, Commission Agent. June 
28 re 11 at offices of Carter, Barber’s lane, Luton, Freeman, Dun- 
stable 
Lister, Robert, West Ham, Essex, Plumber. July 1 at 2 at offices of 
Morphett, King st, Cheapside. Terry, King st 
Lodge, James, Rhyl, Flint, out of business, July 8 at 3 at offices of 
Boote and Edgar, Booth st, Manchester 
Matthews, Charles, Cricklade, Wilts, Shopkeeper. July 4 at 10 at 
offices of Boodle, Albion bldgs, New Swindon 
Metheringham, Alfred (and not Wetheringham, as erroneously 
printed in last Gazette), Nottingham, Joiner. July 4at 3 at offices 
of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Moore, James, Wavertree, near Liverpool, Builder. July 7 at3 
at offices of Ivey, Church st. Liverpool. Lupton, Liverpool 
Morgan, Nicholas Bradford, Hulme, Manchester, Commission 
Agent. June 30 at 3 at offices of Hill, St Ann’s square, Man- 
chester 
Mortleman, Charles, Hollydale rd, Peckham, Commercial Traveller, 
July 11 at 12 30 at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 
Mossman, Robert Conrad, Nelson rd, New Brompton, Captain Army 
— Corps. July 4 at 11.30 at offices of Norman, High st, 
atham 


Murphy, John, Buxton, Derby, Coal Merchant. July 2 at 12 at offices 
of Ainsworth, Hardwicke Mnt, Buxton 

Ongley, Frederick, Wateringbury, Kent, Tailor. July 5 at 12 at offices 
of Norton and Son, Earl st, Maidstone ‘ 

Osborne, James, Kidderminster, Tailor. June 30 at 3 at offices of 
Roden and Dawes, Bank bldgs, Kidderminster 

Oswald, Edward Heath, Sherwood, Nottingham, of no occupation. 
July 4 at 11 at offices of Stevenson, Weekday Cross, Nottingham 

Overton, Arnold, Astley, near Stourport, Worcester, Miller. 
July 6 at 11 at offices of Stokes, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Parsons, Frederick, Odell, Bedford, Miller. July 8 at 2 at Inns of 
Court Hotel. Grigsby, Hills pl, Oxford st 

Phillips, Frederick Richard, Lombard st, Metal Merchant. July 7 
at 2 at offices of Ingledew and Ince, St Benet chambers, Fen- 
church st 

Phillips, Thomas, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. July 
4 at 12 at offices of Scale, Victoria st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Preece, George William, Gloucester, Timber Merchant. July 2 at 
10 at offices of Jackson, George st, Gloucester 

Procter, Samuel James, Landport, Hants, Chemist. July 11 at 12 
at Castle and Falcon, Aldersgate st. Hill, Cardiff 

Randle, Alfred, Southampton, Bookseller. June 29 at 3 at offices 
of Nicholls and Leatherdale, Old Jewry chambers. Watts, South- 
ampton 

Rowe, James, and John Albert Rowe, Exeter, Locksmiths, July 7 
at 11 at offices of Campion, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Sanderson, William Russell, Robert Robinson Sanderson, and John 
James Sanderson, South Shields, Printers. July 7 at 3 at offices 
of Purvis and Son, King st, South Shields 

Seager, Francis, Norwich, Glover. July 4 at 12 at offices of Emer- 
son, Rampant Horse st, Norwich 

Shapley, Richard William. Southampton, Confectioner. June 30 at 
3 at offices of Watts, Albion pl, Southampton 

Btrongitharm, George, and Horatio Henry Strongitharm, Daw End 
Works, Walsall, Lime Merchants. July 7 at 1 at offices of Smith, 
Lich Gates, Wolverhampton 

Taylor, Joseph, Meltham, nr Huddersfield, Plumber. July 7 at 3 
at offices of Ramsden and Co, John William st, Huddersfield 

Thomas, William, Plump Hill, nr Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Collier. 
June 30 at 2 at Lion Hotel, Cinderford. Goldring, Cinderford 

Thompson, Benjamin Blaydes, Tadcaster, York, Solicitor. July 1 
at 1 at offices of Wilkinson, St. Helen’s sq 

Thompson, William, Cleckheaton, York, Contractor, July 5 at 11 
at offices of Curry, Cleckheaton 

Thorne, Henry, Roath, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Painter. June 30 at 12 
at offices of Price, Park st, Cardiff 

Todd, Thomas Robert, Ystalyfera, Swansea Valley, Glamorgan, 
Licensed Victualler. June 30 at 3 at offices of Hartland and Co, 
Rutland st, Swansea 

Townend, John, Heckmondwike, York, Coal Merchant. July 1 at 
3 at offices of Sykes, Ing’s Grove, Heckmondwike 

Vaughan, Edward, Essex rd, Acton, Builder, July 1 at 3 at offices 
of Aird, Eastcheap 

Walters, Richard, Birmingham, Grocer, July 1 at 11 at offices of 
Eaden, Bennett’s hill, Birmingham 

Warner, William, York, Wine Merchant. July 1 at 11 at offices of 
Smith, Petergate, York 

Wheatley, Phoebe, Aylesbury, Buckingham, Stationer. July 5 at 11 
at offices of James and Horwood, Temple sq, Aylesbury 

White, James, the younger, Ossett, nr Sevens” Farmer. July 5 
at 3 at offices of Burton, New st, Ossett 

Wild, Henry, Crewe, Chester, Baker. July 7 at 11 at offices of 
Cooke, Temple chambers, Oak st, Crewe 
oodruff, Marmaduke Ball, Dewsbury, York, Tailor, July 4 at 3 
at offices of Westerby, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Wright, James, Culmore rd, Balham, Builder. July 4 at 3 at 145, 
Cheapside. Saunders and Co, King st, Cheapside 





SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the. 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
veverage fcr Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Irvalids aod Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica }Press. 

Boing without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all patates, 
«eeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEaPER 
than such Mixtures, 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break. 
tast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. ; 

CocoaTina A LA VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
— Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 

ibited, 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., 5s, 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 

Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
HA. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


HEDOZONE. 
THE ORIGINAL OE) Pe orae SPARKLING: 
‘'] EDOZONE. — MORE REFRESHING THAN 





CHAMPAGNE. 

a 

| i EDOZONE.—HEDOZONE IS A GRATEFUL 
REFRESHMENT. 

i” ‘coaeeaameaee 


poet E.—IT WILL SUSTAIN THE WORKER, 
RE- ANIMATE THE WEARY, 
INVIGORATE THE FEFBLE, 
AND RESTORE THE INVALID. 
EDOZONE. 


Of Chemists, Wine Merchants, and Grocers. 
Manufacturers: PACKHAM & CO. (Limited), Croydon. 


EDE AND 50N 


ROBE Sok MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
Te Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole f h3 Judicial Bench, 
Corporation of London, &c, . 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, 
STABLISHED 1689. 


E 
94. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


AMPTON & SONS make NO CHARGE for 
inserting particulars in their FREE MONTHLY REGISTER. 
of ESTATES, TOWN and COUNTRY HOUSES, Furnished or 
Unfurnished, or for Sale, to be had GRATIS at their Offices, or 
post-free for two stamps. Published on the Ist of the month, and. 
particulars for insertion should be sent not later than five days 
previous to end of preceding month. 
Valuations for Probate and Transfer. erate 
Estate and Auction Offices, 8, Pall Mall East, S.W. 


NOVEMBER INTERMEDIATE AND FINAL EXAMINATIONS ~ 4 
M® ALBERT GIBSON’S Special Classes for — 


these Examinations will commence on Monday, August 15. 
Students desirous of joining, by communicating at once, will be 
instructedjas to the course ofsreading in the meantime. Fee 12 
ineas. Postal preparation also. Terms, &c., on application to 35, 
outhampton-buildings, W.C. 
[N.B.—Atthe last two Finals, out of 42 pupils sent up 39 passed, 
13 taking Honours. At the Intermediate, out of 25 sent up, 22 
assed. gh the last 24 years, at every Final Examination 
t one, Mr. Gibson’s pupils have taken Honours ; their successes 
including the Clement’s-inn, two Clifford’s-inn, and the New-inn 
Prizes, besides several prizes of the Law Society, certificates of” 
merit of second and of third class Honours. At the Easter Inter- 
mediate, out of 25 pupils, 22 passed. | 


A BARRISTER, experienced in Tuition, whose 

pupils have been successful, prepares Candidates for the Law 
Examinations.—Apply personally, or by letter, to J. T., “ Solicitors* 
Journal” Office, 52, Carey-street, W.C. 


‘HE CITY OF LONDON FIRE INSURANCE. 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Hap Orrice: 101, CHEAPSIDE, E.C. 


Capital, £1,000,000. Paid up, £100,000. 
Claims ee tly settled. 
Alderman HENRY E. KNIGHT, Chairman. 
L. C. PHILLIPS, General Manager. 























